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A Commitment Reaffirmed 
During the summer of 1980, The HSUS employed Ms. N atasha Atkins, a 
wildlife biologist, to develop and coordinate a program addressing wildlife 
concerns. Prominent among those were endangered species and predator con-
trol. At that time, no one could have predicted the utter disaster that would 
face wildlife in light of policies of the current administration and the general 
attitude of Congress toward the environment and its inhabitants. It was with 
considerable regret, therefore, that we accepted Natasha's resignation due to 
her relocation in California. 
It became increasingly clear that the battle lines regarding the wildlife of 
our nation were being drawn on many fronts. Our need for a strong and effec-
tive leader in this area of concern became greater than ever before. It is for 
that reason that the announcement of the appointment of Dr. John W. Grandy 
as Vice President of Wildlife and Environment is of such timely significance. 
Having served as the Executive Vice President of Defenders of Wildlife for 
the past six years and as the chief assistant to the senior scientist for the 
President's Council on Environmental Quality, Dr. Grandy brings to The 
HSUS a depth and breadth of leadership in this area unparalleled in the ani-
mal welfare movement . 
. He has effectively challenged many proposed governmental actions and 
policies affecting wildlife, using a vast array of legal talent in the Washington, 
D.C., area. In his capacity as our Vice President for Wildlife and Environment, 
he has already initiated a challenge to the Department of the Interior's deci-
sion to permit denning (the killing of coyote pups in their dens) and the rein-
troduction of compound 1080 (a lethal agent for destroying predators) for ex-
perimental use. Joining The HSUS in this challenge are Defenders of Wildlife, 
Environmental Defense Fund, Friends of the Earth, Fund for Animals, Na-
tional Resource Defense Council, National Audubon Society, National Parks 
and Conservation Association, Sierra Club, Society for Animal Protective 
Legislation, and the Wilderness Society. 
In this critical time for our environment 
and its wildlife inhabitants, The HSUS vigor-
ously reaffirms its commitment to do battle 
with those who would seek to abuse or destroy 
this magnificent heritage. 
I am also pleased to announce the appoint-
ment of Ms. Deborah Salem as editor of The 
Humane Society News. Deborah brings to 
this position a broad background of ex-
perience, having served as the editor of 
Animals, a publication of the Massachusetts 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals, and, more recently, as the manag-
ing editor of Equus, a publication for 
equestrians. 
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No Veal This Meal 
The HSUS has launched a 
national campaign to convince 
diners in "white tablecloth" 
restaurants to choose some-
thing other than milk-fed veal 
when they next visit their fav-
orite eating place. Advertise-
ments describing the condi-
tions under which many veal 
calves are raised and suggest-
ing diners "Think Twice" be-
fore ordering milk-fed veal will 
appear in the January, 1982, 
issues of Chicago, Boston, Los 
Angeles, and Philadelphia, city 
magazines in prime veal-con-
suming locations. Ads in New 
York City, the largest market 
for milk-fed veal in the country, 
appeared in The New York 
Times and New York in Decem-
ber. City magazines have a high 
percentage of top restaurants 
as advertisers and attract many 
out-of-town and local gour-
mets. The HSUS expects to at-
tract a tremendous amount of 
attention from its ads on res-
taurateurs' home turf. If you 
live near any of these prime 
veal markets or have access to 
any of these publications, take 
a look at the January issues 
and let us know what you think 
of our "Think Twice" ads! 
HSUS members will receive a 
mailing regarding this campaign 
in February. 
Thanks! 
Almost one thousand readers 
have already responded to the 
readership survey in the Fall, 
1981, issue of The HSUS News. 
We want to thank you all for 
your responses. We have looked 
carefully at every survey, and 
we will be publishing a brief 
summary of the results in our 
next issue. 
Sponsorship Withdrawn 
The $150,000 1982 Grey-
hound Grand Prix, scheduled 
to be run in January at the Hol-
lywood Greyhound Track in 
Florida, will be the last spon-
sored by Ralston Purina, the 
giant petfood manufacturer. 
This information was commu-
nicated to President John A. 
Hoyt by James Reed, Manager 
of Public Relations for Ralston 
Purina in response to Hoyt's 
request that Purina break its 
ties with this greyhound racing 
extravaganza. Once Ralston 
Purina's contractual obligation 
to the race's promoters has 
been fulfilled this month, it will 
withdraw its sponsorship of 
the event. We are pleased that 
Purina has acted to disassoci-
ate itself from a sport The 
HSUS has opposed for several 
years as one causing abuse and 
suffering to thousands of ani-
mals used in coursing events 
and other training procedures. 
We Are Disappointed 
Recently, an advertisement 
offering a "dog resume," "cat 
resume," and "plant resume" 
for sale for $24.50 each ran in 
The Washington Post. Although 
we wrote a letter requesting in-
formation on this intriguing em-
ployment service, we have not, 
as yet, received a reply. The 
question remains, does the com-
pany mail you a standard res-
ume or do you supply individ-
ual information on each animal 
and let them compile personal-
ized/animalized job histories? 
We realized the job market was 
tight, but we had no idea peo-
ple were sending all family mem-
bers out to work. 
SPCA Seeks Big Winner 
Although the Roanoke Val-
ley (Virginia) SPCA has been 
raising money for years through 
its Tuesday night bingo games, 
it decided to kick off its shelter-
building fund drive by selling 
chances to win a far bigger prize. 
In December, SPCA members 
began selling 2000 raffle tickets 
at $100 each with a four-bed-
room, brick-frame colonial home 
in Roanoke to go to the holder 
of the winning ticket. The 
home's builder, the brother of 
SPCA board member Harry 
Bosen, would keep $130,000 of 
the $200,000 to be raised from 
ticket sales, and the remainder 
would go to the SPCA. Al-
though Roanoke Valley doesn't 
know how long it will take its 
members to sell all 2000 tic-
kets, SPCA staffer and former 
board member Maggie Robert-
son reports they "have had a 
lot of interest" already from 
potential ticket-buyers/home-
owners. High interest rates na-
tionwide have caused people 
otherwise unable to find home 
buyers with adequate financing 
to join forces with not-for-profit 
organizations to come up with 
this novel sales method. Every-
one seems to win: the homeown-
er who sells his house, the lucky 
purchaser of the winning tic-
ket, and the organization. "You 
should see this house, it's beau-
tiful," says Robertson. "Once 
we have raffled the house, we'll 
start our candy-selling cam-
paign in the spring. We have a 
long way to go before we can . 
build our new shelter." 
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Guide Takes Off 
After nearly three years of 
development and field testing, 
People & Animals: A Human Ed-
ucation Curriculum Guide, was re-
leased at the 1981 HSUS Annual 
Conference. Developed by the Na-
tional Association for the Ad-
vancement of Humane Education, 
the education division of The 
HSUS, the guide is the most com- ~ 
prehensive document currently ~ 
available in humane education. g 
Since it was first made available ~ 
for field testing in the fall of 1980, 1 
the guide has been the target of NAAHE Director Kathy Savesky (second from left) answered questions about 
criticism by individuals within People & Animals, NAAHE's new curriculum guide, at The HSUS Annual Con-
the livestock industry who feel ference. 
that it is "irresponsible" to teach 
young children that meat comes 
from animals and "anthropomor-
phic" to suggest that animals 
have emotions and can suffer from 
stress. The widespread attention 
given the Guide by various agri-
cultural groups and publications 
has stimulated, rather than cur-
tailed, interest in it. 
Response from the educational 
community has been very favor-
able. Educational administrators 
who reviewed the guide commend-
Humane Victory 
Harpooned 
Japan, Norway, and Iceland 
have filed objections to the Inter-
national Whaling Commission's 
decision to phase-out the cold har-
poon in 1983 (as reported in the 
Fall 1981 issue of The HSUS 
News), thereby giving notice that 
they will not comply with that 
decision. Other whaling nations 
may follow suit. 
The three countries say no al-
ternative method of killing minke 
whales is available. The explosive 
harpoon used on larger whales 
ruins too much of the meat of the 
smaller minke, making its use un-
profitable. 
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ed the development team for the 
sensitivity employed in handling 
controversial areas as well as for 
the quality of the activities pre-
sented. An overwhelming 80 per-
cent of the 350 classroom teachers 
involved in the field test of the 
guide indicated a willingness to 
use it on a regular basis. 
The complete guide consists of 
four books, each representing a 
different level, spanning preschool 
As the great whales have 
dwindled in numbers in recent 
years, whalers have concentrated 
on the minke. In 1982, that spe-
cies alone comprises about 85 per-
cent of the total IWC allowable 
catch. Inadvertently, the IWC has 
condoned more and more cruelty 
as the minke quotas have increased. 
Japan alone has filed a second 
objection aimed at the decision 
not to allow sperm whaling in the 
North Pacific. Even though it has 
a chance to receive a small quota 
of sperm whales at the special 
March, 1982, meeting it requested, 
Japan is leaving nothing to chance. 
The president of Japan's sole 
whaling company, according to 
The Japan Times, said the "anti-
through sixth grade. Each book is 
structured around 35 concepts, 
under the general headings of Hu-
man/ Animal Relationships, Pet 
Animals, Wild Animals, and Farm 
Animals. Each concept is design-
ed to produce activities in lang-
uage arts, social studies, math, 
and health/science. 
For prices and ordering infor-
mation, write NAAHE, Box 362, 
East Haddam, CT 06423. 
whaling groups are now shifting 
their strategy from the argument 
of resources ... to a moral issue. 
And if it is a moral issue, Japan 
will fight to the end. For the IWC 
is not a forum to debate a moral 
issue, and to force a certain moral 
issue upon others is an outrage-
ous thing." 
Since the IWC has no enforce-
ment mechanism of its own, it is 
now up to the other member na-
tions to pressure those objecting 
into compliance. The U.S. has 
several tools available, including 
halting fish imports from any na-
tion not abiding by IWC decisions. 
It is up to us to make sure the 
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TltE ESA MUST bE REAUTitoRizEd 
This YEAR OR die. 
by Natasha Atkins 
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Animal protectionists have waged 
many battles in defense of wildlife 
during the past decade. We fought 
for species being decimated by pes-
ticides and poisons; for marine mam-
mals killed for meat and fur or 
drowned in fishing nets; for wildlife 
being destroyed by international 
trade; and for the endangered spe-
cies of the world whose lives are in 
jeopardy from hunting and collect-
ing pressures and from habitat des-
truction. 
We were rewarded for our perser-
verance. 1971 saw a ban DDT; 1972, 
a ban on predator poisons and pass-
age of the Marine Mammal Protec-
tion Act; 1973, the signing of the 
Convention on International Trade 
in Endangered Species (CITES) and 
enactment of the world's most im-
portant conservation law, The En-
dangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA). 
These were difficult fights fiercely 
opposed by special interests every 
step of the way. Unfortunately, they 
are battles that will not stay won. 
With the changing decade has come 
a changing attitude: animal exploiters 
are playing to an administration 
that values development and econom-
ic "progress" more than the coun-
try's natural heritage. 
As luck would have it, just when 
an unfriendly administration is in 
power, the Endangered Species Act 
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must be reauthorized or die. Envi-
ronmental protectionists and animal-
welfare proponents will have to fight 
and fight again to keep from losing 
the ESA for good. 
How desperate is the plight of the 
world's wildlife? 
Let's take Hawaii as an example. 
More than half of Hawaii's plants 
and almost one-third of its insect 
species have already become extinct 
or face that prospect. With the dis-
appearance of plant and insect life, 
other species can no longer survive. 
All of Hawaii's native mammals are 
now extinct. Hawaii alone contains 
almost half the endangered birds 
found in the United States, birds 
that, without protection, will also 
become extinct, adding their names 
to the rapidly growing list of species 
that have disappeared forever. 
Throughout the world, wildlife 
faces the same struggle to survive. 
In the United States alone, over 
4,000 species of animal and plants 
may be threatened with extinction. 
For over 3Y2 billion years, extinc-
tion has been a way of life on earth, 
some species giving way as others 
better able to adapt to changing con-
ditions evolved. But extinction is no 
longer the natural process it once 
was. Guns, greed, and a ravenous 
appetite for land and energy have 
brought us to the point where we are 
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losing one species every day. Over-
hunting has brought the giant 
whales and the spotted cats to the 
brink of extinction. Pesticides such 
as DDT accumulate in fish and have 
decimated our bald eagle and pelican 
populations. We blithely introduce 
species to new areas where they 
compete with or prey on native ani-
mals and plants. 
But the biggest threat to our wild-
life today is our destruction of 
habitat-those areas that provide 
conditions essential for a species to 
thrive. Every time we dam a river 
for power, pave a field for a shop-
ping center, or bulldoze a forest to 
build a housing development, we des-
troy those natural areas animals and 
plants need so desperately in order 
to survive. 
Do we really care if the Hawaiian 
Poo-uli, the Oo Aa, and all those 
other species with their funny names 
disappear? Those of us in animal wel-
fare don't need to be convinced that 
the survival of these species is as im-
portant as the survival of the bald 
eagle and the leopard; but even those 
who feel no moral commitment to 
our wildlife or who can only appreci-
ate beautiful or useful species must 
admit the arguments for protecting 
all endangered species are compelling. 
We rely on wild species of plants 
and animals to furnish us with prod-
ucts essential for industry, medicine, 
and agriculture, but we are only 
beginning to understand how depen-
dent we are on the natural world, 
where all plants and animals play 
crucial roles. 
Who could have predicted that a 
lowly mold, Penicillium, would be 
perhaps the greatest medical discov-
ery or that corn, a wild grass from 
Mexico, would eventually become 
one of the world's most important 
sources of food? 
As our exploitation of the world's 
natural areas continues, who will 
speak for these wild species? Sixteen 
years ago, the Endangered Species 
Preservation Act was signed. A grow-
6 
ing awareness of the problems caused 
by trade in endangered species and 
habitat destruction resulted in sev-
eral legislative changes including the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, the 
strongest law ever passed to help con-
serve wild plants and animals. 
How does the ESA protect endan-
gered species? 
The purpose of the ESA is to pre-
serve species that are "endangered" 
(currently in danger of becoming ex-
tinct) or "threatened" (likely to 
become endangered in the foresee-
able future) and to restore the pop-
ulations of these species to a level at 
which they are no longer endangered. 
Any species, including invertebrates 
such as insects or mollusks, may be 
considered for protection. Whether a 
species should be listed under the 
ESA is determined by the Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Department of In-
terior) or by the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (Department of 
Commerce) based on biological evi-
dence. An entire species need not be 
threatened or endangered to be listed: 
local populations of vertebrates can 
be listed separately before the spe-
cies as a whole is in trouble. 
The ESA makes it illegal to kill, 
collect, or injure endangered species 
of animals. Threatened species are 
protected by different restrictions, 
Endangered-Species Legislation Landmarks 
1908: Establishment of National Bison Range through the first legisla-
tion designed to preserve a wildlife species. 
1940: Passage of the Bald Eagle Protection Act 
Passage of the Convention on Nature Protection and Wildlife Pre-
servation. Its purpose: the preservation of species through creation 
of preserves and trade restrictions. 
1966: Passage of Endangered Species Preservation Act, providing a pro-
gram for protection and recovery of endangered species and a list of 
endangered species. 
1969: Passage of Endangered Species Conservation Act, preventing im-
portation of endangered species into U.S. and expanding scope of 
1966 act. 
1972: Enactment of Marine Mammal Protection Act 
1973: Passage of Convention on International Trade in Endangered Spe-
cies (CITES) which prohibits trade in endangered species products. 
Passage of Endangered Species Act of 1973, designed to conserve 
threatened species and the ecosystems on which they depend. First 
distinction between "threatened" and "endangered" and first pro-
tection offered native plants. Amended in 1978 to increase state-
federal cooperation and establish a method of resolving develop-
ment-conservation conflicts. 
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but all restrictions must have as 
their goal the restoration of species. 
With a few exceptions, interstate 
and international commerce in en-
dangered species are prohibited. The 
ESA also protects species in other 
countries by authorizing funds for 
conservation and by implementing 
CITES, an international treaty that 
restricts trade in endangered and 
threatened species. The ESA estab-
lishes a cooperative role between the 
federal and state governments for 
carrying out conservation programs 
in the various states, and it allows 
for the purchase of habitat where 
necessary for the conservation of a 
species. Perhaps the most important-
and most controversial- element is 
Section 7: it requires all federal 
agencies (such as the Environmental 
Protection Agency or the U.S. Forest 
Service) to insure that their projects 
will not jeopardize the survival of 
any endangered or threatened spe-
cies or destroy the critical habitat of 
such species. This is especially im-
portant because no species can sur-
vive in the wild if the environment 
on which it depends for food and 
shelter is destroyed. 
Since 1973, there have been anum-
ber of amendments to the ESA. Some 
of these-increased protection for 
plants, revised penalty provisions, 
and a requirement that business-
conservation conflicts be decided be-
fore a project begins-have been 
favorable. However, other amend-
ments have weakened the 1973 act 
to accomodate development interests 
that perceived the ESA as too res-
trictive. Two of these amendments 
have reduced protection for inverte-
brate species and increased the im-
portance of economic considerations 
when designating critical habitat. 
Does the ESA impede economic de-
velopment? 
Ever since the snail-darter con-
troversy that halted construction of 
the Tellico Dam in 1978, there has 
been growing fear that endangered 
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species protection will prevent all 
economic development. Section 7 is 
designed to prohibit unnecessary 
destruction of endangered and threat-
ened species or critical habitat. It 
provides for a formal process of con-
sultation between agencies to iden-
tify less harmful alternatives to the 
proposed projects. Where reasonable 
alternatives cannot be found, the 
ESA provides an exemption process. 
The important point is that many 
proposed federal projects are both 
destructive to endangered species 
and economically unjustifiable: only 
3 out of 5200 conflicts have not been 
satisfactorily resolved. That alterna-
tives and compromises can be found 
testifies to the strength of the ESA 
and its compatibility with develop-
ment in our country. 
How reauthorization works 
The Endangered Species Act must 
be reauthorized by Congress by Oc-
tober 1, 1982, to remain in effect. 
The reauthorization process can be 
simple or complicated, depending on 
the attitude of the Congress toward 
ESA. 
Congress has four options: 
• It could allow the ESA to expire. 
• It could add amendments to 
strengthen the ESA. 
• It could add amendments to 
weaken the ESA and/or lessen pro-
tection for animals, such as the bob-
cat, listed under the CITES treaty. 
• It could simply reauthorize fund-
ing for the act as it is currently writ-






Hearings on the ESA begin in 
Congress. 
January-summer: 
The HSUS will be testifying 
and lobbying. The letter-writ-




must have their versions of the 
ESA-including any amend-
ments-ready for consideration 
by each house. 
May-September: 
Senate and House must recon-
cile any differences between 
their bills. Both chambers must 
pass a single, final version. 
October 1: 
President Reagan must sign I 
the final bill into law. I 
tion for animals listed under CITES 
for a given length of time. Animal 
protectionists hope for a three-year 
extension of funding for the Fish and 
Wildlife Service's implementation of 
the ESA and CITES. 
Foes of the ESA 
During this process of reauthori-
zation, any part of the existing 
ESA, including that which protects 
animals under CITES, may be 
changed or repealed. Already, ene-
mies of the act have been identified 
in Congress, in industry, and in the 
administration itself. Most will try 
to weaken provisions for habitat-
protection or slow down the process 
for listing a species, both of which 
are essential if the Endangered Spe-
cies Act is to be a meaningful con-
servation law. 
Departments of the Interior and 
Agriculture: The Fish and Wildlife 
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Service, oblivious to the important 
roles these species play, is consider-
ing dropping all plants and inverte-
brates from the ESA. The rationale 
seems to be that these species are 
"lower" life forms and should not be 
given priority because they are of lit-
tle interest to the public. Because 
the Reagan administration is sym-
pathetic to development and indus-
try interests, the critical-habitat 
provision is viewed as being too res-
trictive. Interior Secretary Watt has 
already drastically cut funding for 
endangered species programs and 
has placed a moratorium on listing 
new species. Hundreds of species 
proposed for listing will be denied 
protection. Further, the Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM), along 
with USDA and the Forest Service, 
wants government agencies to be 
the sole evaluators of whether their 
own activities will be harmful to en-
dangered species or subject to re-
view by experts from the Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 
Industry: Industry believes that the 
Endangered Species Act restricts its 
activities. Complying with the ESA, 
it believes, can delay or even block 
projects. Although it is true that the 
exemption process is lengthy, the 
currect act does not obstruct these 
business interests. (Most seriously 
affected are those businesses that 
deal with federal projects, in any 
case.) 
Congress: Representative Jim Mar-
tin of North Carolina has already 
suggested dropping all plants and in-
vertebrates from protection, claiming 
that Congress never intended for 
these species to be included in the 
ESA. 
Sportsmen: The International Asso-
ciation of Fish and Wildlife Agen-
8 
Endangered Species Need 
Your Help! 
Without a massive campaign in 
support of the Endangered Species 
Act, thousands of species may be 
doomed to extinction. 
What you can do: 
1. Compile information on rare 
species in your area and how the 
ESA benefits them. This informa-
tion will make your letters to leg-
islators more informed and per-
suasive. 
2. If you belong to a local humane 
society or other group, schedule 
30 minutes at a meeting this win-
ter to discuss endangered svecies 
and the ESA. Recruit volunteers 
to write their representatives (at 
the Senate Office Building, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20510, and the House 
Office Building, Washington, D.C. 
20515) in support of the ESA. 
3. Write the key House and Senate 
leaders who will be conducting 
hearings in the spring: in the Sen-
ate, John Chafee and Robert Staf-
ford (the Senate Office Building, 
address above); in the House, John 
Breaux and Walter B. Jones (the 
House Office Building, address 
above). Letters do make a differ-
cies (IAFW ..:\.), which includes the 
state game agencies, wants to gut 
the section of the ESA that requires 
the U.S. to fulfill its obligation to 
CITES. These groups believe that 
CITES unduly restricts their trap-
ping and hunting of bobcat and lynx. 
The Reagan Administration: The 
White House has already stated that 
the Endangered Species Act needs 
reform. In its effort to reduce regula-
tions, the Vice President's task force 
wants to make sure that "potential 
benefits to society" are the primary 
consideration of endangered species 
matters. 
What does the future hold? 
We've taken the earth for granted. 
We have assumed it had an endless 
supply of minerals and timber; limit-
ence, especially in an election year 
like 1982. Send a carbon copy of 
each letter you write to President 
Reagan (The White House, 1600 
Pennsylvania Ave., Washington, 
D.C. 20500). 
4. Meet with your state fish-and-
wildlife officials to ask for their 
written support for the ESA. These 
letters should be sent to legisla-
tors, as well. 
5. Call the editors of your local 
media and try to interest them in 
a program on the E SA. 
6. Publicize the ESA in your com-
munity by organizing panel discus-
sions (including opponents of the 
ESA) and distributing informa-
tion there. The Office of Endan-
gered Species publishes lists of 
endangered plants and anlmals 
broken down by geographical 
area; they can be obtained by 
writing OES, U.S. Fish and Wild-
life Service, Department of the In-
terior, Washington, D.C. 20240. 
7. Meet with other animal welfare 
groups to discuss where joint ef-
fort is possible; an organized ef-
fort is important. 
less amount of open land and water; 
and an endless ability to recover 
from our exploitation. 
Now it's time to renew our com-
mitment to giving a chance to every 
species struggling to survive in our 
midst. We can no longer treat the 
natural world as irrelevant and 
trivial. We know we must fight so 
that birds will still sing in our 
forests, fish will spawn in clear, flow-
ing waters, and insects will still 
pollinate the wildflowers that carpet 
our mountain meadows. 
We've won tough fights before. 
We can win again this time. But we 
will need all the help we can get. 
Natasha Atkins was formerly Wild-
life Biologist for The HSUS. 
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Praise These People! 
Deserving of special mention 
are those members of Congress 
who played key roles in the hear-
ings held in October on laboratory 
animals. Please take a few min-
utes to write and thank them for 
their efforts to end lab-animal suf-
fering. You can be sure that they 
will be hearing from the scientific 
community! Thanks to: 
• Congressman Robert Sha-
mansky of Ohio, who refused to 
allow the Director of the National 
Institutes of Health to get away 
with his contention that the sta-
tus quo is fine; 
• Congressman Robert Roe of 
New Jersey, sponsor of H.R. 556 
(The Research Modernization Act), 
who pointed out to the subcom-
mittee members that the evidence 
found by Alex Pacheco during his 
months of work at the Institute 
for Behavioral Research was cru-
cial to their deliberations; 
• Congressman Tom Lantos of 
California, whose strong state-
ment in favor of legislation to 
alleviate the suffering of lab ani-
mals was an important one and 
whose continuing commitment we 
count on; 
• Congresswoman Pat Schroe-
der of Colorado, author of H.R. 
4406 (the Amendment to the Ani-
mal Welfare Act), and Congress-
man Fred Richmond of New York, 
author of H.R. 556, for their 
testimony before the subcommit-
tee on the obvious need for Con-
gress to pass legislation to stop 
the suffering of lab animals; 
• Finally, Congressman Doug 
Walgren of Pennsylvania, for 
holding this hearing and asking 
many probing questions of wit-
nesses. We have great hopes that 
Congressman Walgren will con-
tinue to fight for solutions to 
these problems. 
You can write to any of these 
members in care of the House of 
Representatives, Washington, D.C. 
20515. 
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HSUS Voices Heard on Hill 
Public pressure prompted two 
days of hearings in October on lab-
oratory animal legislation in the 
U.S. House of Representatives. 
The HSUS's Drs. Michael Fox 
and Andrew Rowan were invited 
to present testimony before the 
Science, Research, and Technolo-
gy Subcommittee of the House 
Science and Technology Commit-
tee. Their testimony stressed the 
abuses of animals in experimenta-
tion and the urgent need to devel-
op alternatives. 
The hearings followed closely 
on the heels of the controversy 
surrounding the seizure of 17 re-
search monkeys from the Silver 
Spring, Maryland, Institute of 
Behavioral Research, and the 
charging of its director, Dr. Ed-
ward Taub, with animal cruelty. 
Alex Pacheco, who as a volunteer 
at IBR gathered the information 
that led to the police raid on the 
facility, testified before the sub-
committee about the specific con-
ditions at IBR. (See Law Notes 
and major article in this issue.) 
The hearings focused on all the 
current legislation dealing with 
laboratory animals rather than on 
a single bill. They drew witnesses 
from the animal welfare and sci-
entific communities as well as 
from the USDA and National In-
stitutes of Health. 
The Taub incident seemed to 
spark the interest of several sub-
committee members, who sudden-
ly seemed much more willing to 
believe abuses could occur behind 
the closed doors of even USDA-
regulated research facilities. Prev-
iously considered off-limits for 
criticism from the lay public, the 
scientific community found itself 
and its work under the intense 
scrutiny of the press, the public, 
and the Congress. 
"We believe there are many 
changes that can be made in cur-
rent law which would not jeopard-
ize the quality of research and test-
Paul was one of the monkeys denied 
adequate veterinary care by psycho-
logist Edward Taub, according to the 
court's decision. Testimony during 
the lab animal hearings clearly dem-
onstrated to the committee that cur-
rent protection afforded lab animals 
is woefully inadequate. 
ing in the United States but would 
alleviate the intense pain and 
stress inflicted on animals," Fox 
told the subcommittee. "Alter-
native methods of testing are 
needed, not only to alleviate ani-
mal suffering, but also to make re-
search and testing less expensive 
and more efficient." 
Testimony presented by govern-
ment and scientific-community wit-
nesses clearly demonstrated to the 
subcommittee members that the 
current protection afforded lab 
animals is woefully inadequate. 
While officials claimed the Taub 
situation represented an "isolated 
case," no one could estimate how 
many other such "isolated cases" 
exist in the scientific community. 
The HSUS is working with 
House members to make sure that 
these hearings serve as an im-
petus to passage of legislation for 
the protection of lab animals and 
not simply as a token to placate 




The Present Crisis 
The HSUS 1981 Annual Conference brought together 
hundreds of animal protectionists concerned about the crucial 
problems facing animals today. 
East met West-and Midwest, 
North, and South-at the 1981 
Annual Conference held in St. 
Louis, Missouri, October 14-17. 
Conference attendees hailing from 
all points of the compass came to 
the Chase-Park Plaza to listen to 
prestigious, accomplished animal 
protectionists and be heard by the 
Resolutions Committee, HSUS 
staff members, and colleagues. 
Although the actions of the pres-
ent administration and the state 
of the economy kept the mood ser-
ious, they didn't dampen the en-
thusiasm of hundreds of attendees, 
many of whom were participating 
in their first Annual Conference, 
Neal Black (left), President of the 
Livestock Institute, debated Dr. 
Michael Fox on "Modem Farming: 
Are There Welfare Concerns?". 
Moderator Patricia Forkan was 
part of the attentive audience. 
or hinder the free-flowing ex-
change of ideas during four days 
of workshops. 
The St. Louis activities were in-
augurated by a stellar line-up of 
wildlife experts, including Dr. Mi-
chael Fox, Dr. Stephen Kellert of 
Yale University, and Dr. John 
Grandy, now the HSUS's Vice 
President for Wildlife and Envi-
ronment, who presented papers at 
the Institute for the Study of Ani-
mal Problems's symposium "Wild-
life Management in the United 
States: Scientific and Humane Is-
sues in Conservation Programs," 
on October 14. 
On Saturday, The HSUS mem-
bership adopted a resolution re-
questing the resignation of Secre-
tary of the Interior James Watt 
(an action which received national 
media attention), and feted its 
Krutch Medalist, Hope Ryden, at 
the closing banquet. 
Many participants, humane-so-
ciety professionals and private 
citizens alike, said· they left St. 
Louis with much to think about 
and an increased commitment to 
animal welfare. All in all, that was 
quite an achievement. 
• Humane Soc· the L 
I 81 1\ 
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HSUS History Available 
Are you one of the conference 
attendees who requested a his-
tory of The HSUS? "Twenty-Five 
Years of Growth and Achieve-
ment," a keepsake booklet origi-
nally published in 1979, is still 
available to everyone from The 
HSUS's Washington office. The 
price is $2.00. 








Saturday night banquet highlights 
included the presentation of 
certificates of appreciation to 
United Press International's 
Gregory Gordon (above) for his 
ll'll~~~~~~~:~i)t~;~tiJl series on drug abuse in horseracing 
Ill and'KTVI-TV (St. Louis) reporter 
Richard Amme (below) for his 
puppy-mill expose. "NBC 
Magazine"'s dogfighting segment 
~ and ABC-TV's "20/20" segment 
~ on animal rights were also honored. 
Director of Investigations 
Frantz Dantzler (right) 
took a break between 
workshops to chat with 




The oftlie Board 
Col~man Burke presented Hope .. 
Ryc:len with the 1981 Krutch Medal 
for her sigpificant contril)ution 
towardsthehnprovement of life 
and environment. 
The seriousness of the 1981 confer-
ence theme, "Animal Welfare: 
The Present Crisis," was reflected in 
HSUS President Hoyt's keynote 
address, received with rapt attention 
by Thursday's conference 
audience. 
HSUS investigator Boh Bilker (left) and Government Relations. Counsel Peter 
Lovenheini led one. of the more than twenty workshops of feted to 
conference· attendees. 
New Occasions Teach New Duties 
Excerpts from the keynote 
address of President John Hoyt 
at the 1981 HSUS annual 
conference 
The atmosphere which gener-
ated and embraced a conscious 
and considered environmental 
ethic during the last decade is to-
day almost non-existent. Preser-
vation, restoration, and enhance-
ment are terms seldom applied to 
the natural environment and its 
animal inhabitants .... 
Threatened by a lack of ad-
equate funding is the enforcement 
of the Animal Welfare Act and 
wild horse and endangered spe-
cies protection. Along with spend-
ing cuts, there seems to be a clear 
mandate for less government in-
terference in our lives. But when 
applied to animal welfare con-
cerns, it means government will 
now exert less control over the 
use and abuse of animals by gov-
ernmental agencies and private 
enterprise alike. 
















The National Association for the Advabcement of Humane Education 
inaugurated its Humane Education Teacher of the Year award by naming its 
first co-recipients. NAAHE Director Kathy Savesky (center) honored Joan 
Dawson of Alabama (left) and Jacqui Briley of Arkansas (right). 
We need and want government 
involvement in the use of animals 
in laboratories; we want the fede-
ral government to become involved 
in racetracks; we are fighting for 
continued government involve-
ment in the transportation of 
horses; and we have just begun 
our legislative fight for the gov-
ernment to qualify the methods 
by which animals are raised on 
the farm. Without this kind of 
oversight and control, the conse-
quences for these animals will 
very likely be greater suffering 
and abuse .... 
Not only is the federal govern-
ment's lack of funding affecting 
the welfare of animals adversely; 
so also is the lack of monies at 
state and local levels and within 
humane societies themselves. 
At a time when the need for ed-
ucating our children in the area of 
humane values in the classroom is 
most acute, funding for education 
is facing major cutbacks. The re-
sult is that we are faced with pro-
moting humane education materi-
als and programming to teachers 
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who are frustrated by low salaries 
and benefits, increasing demand 
on their time, lack of funds for 
teaching materials and programs, 
and lack of community or profes-
sional support .... 
I think we need to recognize and 
acknowledge that each of these 
crises provides opportunity for 
new initiatives and imaginative 
responses not previously utilized. 
For example, James Watt in his 
attitudes and positions has been 
so extreme that he has served to 
unite in common cause groups that 
historically have shared little in 
common. Reduction in regulatory 
activity by the government pro-
vides a new opportunity for the 
humane movement to approach di-
rectly those segments of industry 
that use thousands, sometimes mil-
lions of animals in their producing 
and manufacturing processes every 
year. 
Exactly what kind of approach 
are we to take to these animal re-
lated industries? It can be much 
the same as we have done with the 
federal government: promotion of 
New England Bound 
The HSUS annual conference 
for 1982 will be held from Novem· 
her 3 through 6, 1982, in Danvers, 
Massachusetts. New England is 
beautiful in the autumn, so plan 
on joining hundreds of your fel· 
low-members, humane-society col-
leagues, and new acquaintances at 
the Radisson-Ferncroft, 20 miles 
north of historic Boston. Look for 
details in upcoming issues of The 
HSUS News. 
a serious effort to identify what 
basic housing and care specific 
animals need and the adoption of 
minimum standards to assure 
those basic needs are met .... 
As Dr. Michael Fox has writ-
ten, "We need an atmosphere of 
collaboration and must realize 
that the 'adversary mentality' of 
the times- of animal rightists, 
conservationists, utilitarian 
dominionists and corporate oligo-
polists alike must change. We 
must all find common ground and 
work together to enhance the prime 
determinant of the quality of life 
on earth and of our relationship 
with each other and all living 
things: humaneness. Humaneness 
makes us biologically fit to sur-
vive and prosper and, finally, it 
makes us human.'' 
The complete text of President 
Hoyt's keynote address is avail-
able in printed form from The 
HSUS, 2100 L St., N W, Washing-
ton, D. C. 20037. 
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Views of a 
Bedroll Naturalist 
The HSUS's 1981 Joseph Wood Krutch Medalist, author 
and filmmaker Hope Ryden, believes that, in a world 
of technological gimmickry, there is still room for the 
old-fashioned wildlife observer. 
Ever since 1968, when she first caught sight of wild horses run-
ning free across a western plain, Hope Ryden has been 
dedicated to bringing magnificent portraits of unpopular 
species-the mustang, bobcat, and coyote-to the rest of the 
world. Through her award-winning books she has, almost 
single-handedly, succeeded in changing the image of these 
misunderstood and persecuted inhabitants of our wild spaces. 
America's Last Wild Horses, God's Dog, and Bobcat Year are 
eloquent testimony to her years' of painstaking field research 
and photographic talent. Her articles and photographs, appear-
ing in a host of distinguished national publications including 
Smithsonian, Audubon, The New York Times Magazine and 
National Geographic, have won wide praise. 
News: Hope, you have spent many 
years as a wildlife observer. How do 
you feel as you see wildlife manage-
ment increasingly dominated by the 
facts and figures gathered by profes-
sional wildlife biologists using 
sophisticated equipment? 
Ryden: The role of the individual ob-
server is, and always has been, to 
monitor how the animal actually in-
teracts with its environment. Wild-
life biologists nowadays are very 
"into" gimmickry-radio collars 
and other electronic gadgetry. They 
tag the animals they study, and 
many then kill those animals so they 
can determine their ages by count-
ing their tooth rings and determine 
litter sizes by counting placental 
scars. I, as an observer, would not 
do those things. That's not to say I 
haven't used information wildlife bi-
ologists obtain, but I don't use their 
techniques. I'm like Adolph and 
Olaus Murie, who, decades ago, 
studied wolves and elk. I'm a bedroll 
naturalist. I like to see the animals. 
What biologists find out by locating 
the source of beeps from a radio col-
lar-the range of an animal, for ex-
ample-is important to know, but 
biologists will record beeps and con-
clude that there are two animals 
meeting at a particular time. They 
never know whether those two ani-
mals are wagging their tails or 
growling. How animals interact soci-
ally can't be determined through 
such a method. I, on the other hand, 
actually go out and live with the ani-
mals until they tolerate my presence 
and allow me to observe their inter-
action, how they capture prey, and 
what they do with it. There aren't 
many people who do what I do any-
more, partly because it is a lot hard-
er to do! It requires a lot of faith in 
the fact that, eventually, all the 
small details you've accumulated 
over months of field work will add 
significantly to the research being 
done. 
What I don't like to see is that 
practically everyone working for his 
Ph.D. repeats studies done previ-
ously. Perhaps someone in Arizona 
wants to know how many placental 
scars are found in female bobcats in 
Wyoming to determine litter size, so 
bobcats are killed. Then researchers 
in other states repeat this study to 
get their Ph.D.s. Some biologists do 
a very good job-Theodore Bailey, 
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who studied bobcats in Idaho, is 
one. He combined radio-collar tech-
niques and personal observation. I 
don't believe he destroyed any ani-
mals. Other scientists and biologists 
are responsible for untold numbers 
of deaths of wild animals, often to 
answer trivial questions. It seems as 
though science has taken on the pos-
ture of a religion and that biologists 
have a right to do anything in the 
name of science. It may help bobcats 
or coyotes to sacrifice some individ-
uals to answer a question about the 
species, but it doesn't help the 
species to answer the same ques-
tions over and over again. Many bi-
ology students are not very im-
aginative. They don't know how to 
answer the crucial questions I want 
answered. How is man's alteration 
of the environment or commercial 
of the value of life. Our educational 
institutions seem to teach the op-
posite. I would ask them to value 
the life of every individual in the 
species they study. 
News: How do the goals of wildlife 
biologists and animal protectionists 
differ? 
Ryden: Scientists are trying to 
answer intellectual questions and 
are primarily motivated by intellec-
tual curiosity. We are motivated 
primarily by compassion for the in-
dividual animals thems1elves. But it 
would be hypocritical to criticize 
much of what biologists do because 
we in animal protection use so much 
of their data to prove our own posi-
tions on issues. 
News: Which of your achievements 
has given you the most satisfaction? 
Ms. Ryden was a popular speaker at the HSUS annual conference in St. Louis. 
She talked with admirers after her presentation on "Wildlife in Danger." 
lllttH +ij!ij!\Q JIA ; MM¥4 WI@ 
pressure affecting a species? One 
can't just put a radio collar on an an-
imal and find out the answers. 
News: If you were to give one word 
of advice to students of wildlife biol-
ogy, what would it be? 
Ryden: Most of these students are, 
basically, interested in animals. But 
they have been conditioned to be-
lieve that everything can be sacri-
ficed at the great altar of science. 
It's more important to have a sense 
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Ryden: I don't dare look on any-
thing that has happened to and on 
behalf of animals as a result of my 
work as an achievement. Every bat-
tle I've ever thought was won has 
had to be fought over again. That is 
the position in which the defender of 
animals finds himself. If we lose any 
of our battles, we will lose the ani-
mals themselves; if our adversaries 
lose to us, they don't lose anything 
but time. They will challenge us 
again and again. 
News: Do you see this perpetual 
fight as a long-term situation? 
Ryden: Yes, I'm resigned to the fact 
that we can never say, "Well, that's 
done; now we can move on to an-
other problem." I'm probably going 
to burn out, eventually, but I 
haven't burnt out yet and, when I 
do, I hope someone else is ready to 
take over! 
News: You don't sound discouraged. 
Are you? 
Ryden: If you don't let yourself take 
satisfaction in a battle that seems 
truly won, then you won't be disap-
pointed when it has to be fought 
again. You just have to be ready to 
pick up the fight when necessary. 
News: This year's conference· has 
had a crisis motif. Do you feel that 
threats to wildlife are greater now 
than when you began your work fif-
teen years ago? 
Ryden: Things were becoming bet-
ter for a time, but we have had a set-
back after this recent national elec-
tion. It's cyclical. I do have the 
sense that there are more people 
now who understand the importance 
of wildlife and are willing to fight for 
it. The public's consciousness has 
been raised. However, Interior 
Secretary Watt can do permanent 
damage if he seeks the reregistra-
tion of compound 1080 as a predi-
cide. That would mean that the 1972 
ban on poisoning of predators would 
have been, in effect, wiped off the 
books. The political nature of this 
move-rescinding a ban placed by a 
previous administration through a 
clever sleight-of-hand with the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency-
makes it very difficult to organize 
against it. Animal defenders have to 
be aware of where the next attack 
may come from all the time. 
News: What does the future hold for 
Hope Ryden? 
Ryden: I'm writing a children's book 
on bobcats to take advantage of the 
material I have accumulated and, 
some time in the future, I hope to 
take on the kit fox as a subject. I 
have talked with ranchers who have 
kit foxes on their properties who 
have welcomed me to come and look 
for them-if I can find their burrows! 
I'm looking forward to that. 
News: We will be looking forward to 
the results of your research, as well. 
Congratulations on your well-de-
served honor. 
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Odany people find an older dog suits their lifestyles 
better than a puppy ever could. 
It was a hot day in August when 
Frances Traylor visited the Montgo-
mery County (Maryland) Humane 
Society to look for a dog. Recently 
widowed and living on a disability 
pension, Mrs. Traylor knew she 
couldn't cope with the demands of a 
new puppy but still wanted a pet to 
keep her company. She didn't have 
to look far. 
"It was love at first sight," she 
said later of her first meeting with a 
two-year-old mixed Sheltie the shel-
ter workers had named MacTavish. 
"I took one look and said, 'Oh, 
there's my dog!"' 
A stray with no known background, 
Mac seemed to fit right in with Mrs. 
Traylor's lifestyle. "I wouldn't trade 
him for a million dollars,'' she says. 
Mrs. Traylor is one of a growing 
number of prospective pet owners 
who are discovering that adopting 
the full-grown dog gives them all the 
satisfaction and pleasures of dog 
ownership without the inconveni-
ences of housebreaking, obedience 
training, shots, and worming. 
The most immediate advantage to 
adopting a dog past puppyhood is 
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the elimination of most of the guess-
work. Said John Innocenti, who last 
summer adopted a one-year-old mixed 
terrier from the Montgomery Coun-
ty Humane Society, "One of the 
reasons we were drawn to her was 
that we knew she wouldn't be get-
ting any bigger. Right now we live in 
an apartment and we didn't want a 
puppy that would, all of a sudden, 
shoot up into something huge." 
If you adopt a full-grown dog, not 
only will you know its ultimate 
dimensions, but you may also know 
something about its personality, 
feeding habits, exercise needs, and 
medical problems. 
Another plus: more and more peo-
ple who want dogs but don't have 
time to cope with a puppy are find-
ing that an adult dog can fit their 
lifestyle quite comfortably. 
Betsy Gutman, The HSUS's pub-
lic relations director, recently joined 
the ranks of this new breed of dog 
owner. On a visit to the Arlington 
(Virginia) Animal Welfare League, 
she fell for Finchley, a six-year-old 
English Setter who had had two pre-
vious owners. 
Gutman brought her husband, a 
wire-service reporter, out to the 
shelter to meet the dog. It was not 
an auspicious start. 
"We took him outside so we could 
spend a few minutes getting to know 
him. He was so nervous that he turned 
around a few times, gulped some 
grass, and promptly threw up at my 
husband's feet," she remembers. 
Despite Finchley's faux pas, the 
Gutmans installed a fence in their 
backyard and took him home. After 
they arranged for a neighborhood 
teenager to exercise Finchley during 
the day, the Gutmans found him fit-
ting perfectly into their household 
routine. 
The Gutmans' success story, ac-
cording to a member of shelter of-
ficials, is not unique. 
"We've been encouraging people 
to adopt older dogs," said Sharon 
Kessler, adoptions director for the 
Montgomery County Humane Soci-
ety. "With so many families having 
both adults working outside the 
home, it's hard to find the time to 






setter that had 
had two previous 







bring up a puppy." 
The Innocentis agree. "Both my 
wife and I work," John Innocenti ex-
plained, "but we're right across the 
street, so one of us goes home at 
lunchtime to take the dog out and 
play with her. She's never alone for 
more than a few hours at a time." 
While the Montgomery County 
shelter continues to place more pup-
pies than full-grown dogs (13 percent 
of the grown dogs and 40 percent of 
the puppies brought in between 
July, 1980 and June, 1981), Kessler 
points out that fewer adult dogs are 
eventually returned to the shelter. 
The statistics are misleading, too, 
because so many of the dogs surren-
dered (she estimates some 30 to 40 
percent) are too old, too sick, or too 
difficult to be offered for adoption. 
"What you have to remember is 
that everyone who comes in to adopt 
always asks for a puppy first," Sheri 
Trainer, of New York's ASPCA, says. 
"But, many times, after a thorough 
pre-adoption interview, people are 
persuaded to adopt an older dog." 
Another big advantage to adopt-
ing a full-grown animal is that 




into their household. 
"shoes, socks, rugs, and curtains 
will all remain in one piece,'' says 
Phyllis Wright, HSUS director of 
animal sheltering and control. 
Wright, who is proud of the fact 
that each of her four dogs was 
adopted after graduating from pup-
pyhood, adds that economic con-
siderations may favor adopting a 
full-grown animal that will, more 
than likely, already have been wormed 
and had all its shots, and may even 
have been neutered. 
Of course, there are potential pit-
falls in adopting a previously-owned 
dog. For one thing, says Wright, a 
dog over the age of five may have be-
come so indoctrinated in its previous 
way of life that it will have trouble 
adapting to a new routine. Some 
people, especially retired people who 
are home all day, might do better 
with these older animals since they 
can give them the extra reassurance 
and supervision they need. 
Another problem, according to an-
imal behaviorist Dr. Michael Fox, is 
that there's no way to know the real 
reason a dog was turned in to a shel-
ter. "It may have phobias about 
cars, storms, or being walked on a 
leash," Fox says. "Or, if it's a very 
shy animal, it may be too fearful 
ever to develop a close bond with its 
new owner." 
When you're adopting an adult 
dog from a shelter, you will have to 
trust the shelter's staff, whose job is 
to find each animal a good home. 
Good shelters put together a pet 
profile on every adoptable animal to 
give prospective adopters informa-
tion on the dog's medical history, 
eating and playing habits, attitude 
toward children, and personality 
quirks (whether it barks at the post-
man or is afraid of vacuum cleaners). 
The Innocentis' terrier had been 
adopted once before but returned as 
"destructive." "She did have some 
problems," John Innocenti admits, 
"but both my wife and I have had 
dogs before, and she just needed 
someone to spend some time with 
her." 
Wright recalls a year-old Basenji 
surrendered because it became des-
tructive whenever it was left in a 
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If you are considering adopting a lost or stray animal, 
visit it at the shelter more than once to get a better idea of 
its personality. (Inset) To maximize your chances for success 
with an adult dog, look for the one that's bright and alert. 
room with the door closed. Wright 
took the dog with her on a local tel-
evision show and explained its prob-
lem. "Just after the show I got a call 
from a psychologist who said she 
wanted the dog and would hang de-
vices on all the doorknobs to keep 
the doors from closing accidentally. 
Everything worked out fine and the 
dog ended up with a marvelous 
home," Wright says. 
Sometimes, dogs available for adop-
tion have no known background-
they are lost or stray. Don't write 
these off, cautions Wright. If you're 
considering adopting a lost or stray 
animal, visit it at the shelter more 
than once to get a better idea of its 
personality and behavior. Wright's 
own mixed-breed, Sport, was a lost 
dog for which she was trying to find 
a home when, as she puts it, "he 
adopted me.'' 
Mac the sheltie was a stray, al-
though Frances Traylor said, "It's 
obvious that someone spent a lot of 
time with him." In addition to being 
housebroken, Mac also responds to 
"sit," "stay," and "come," she 
reports. 
To maximize your chances for suc-
cess with an adult dog, recommends 
Wright, look for the one that's 
bright and alert, cocks its head when 
spoken to or when you snap your 
fingers, or rushes to the kennel fence 
and offers you its paw. This fellow 
will probably be eager to get in the 
back of your station wagon and 
start a new life. 
Like any new dog, your older 
adoptee needs a leash, collar, and ID 
tags, its own food dish, and a private 
place where it can sleep without be-
ing bothered. A folded blanket will 
do if you don't have a dog bed. 
Dr. Fox advises keeping the house 
quiet for the first few days and tak-
ing the dog for long walks around 
the neighborhood (keeping it on the 
leash) to get it acquainted with its 
new surroundings. You can expect it 
to take up to eight weeks for the ani-
mal to adjust fully to its new home. 
It's not true that you can't teach 
an old dog new tricks; it may, in 
fact, be easier to train the full-grown 
dog, since its attention span is long-
er than a puppy's. "Just remember 
to be consistent," Wright counsels. 
"If the dog isn't going to be allowed 
on the furniture, be sure to stress 
that from the moment you get it 
home.'' 
While the full-grown dog is less 
time-consuming to care for than the 
eight- or ten-week-old puppy, you 
will need to make a real commitment 
to it, just the same. 
"You can't assume that there 
aren't going to be difficulties to over-
come, even if [the dog] is already 
housebroken and doesn't have any 
serious emotional problems," says 
Gutman. 
"As a new owner, you realize that 
there are two sides to adopting the 
older pet. You have to help it adapt 
to your lifestyle, while at the same 
time help it cope with whatever pre-
vious experiences it's had. It's not 
always easy but it's definitely worth 
it." 
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by Heather McGiffin 
On September 11, 1981, the Mont-
gomery County (Maryland) Police 
Department seized 17 monkeys from 
a research facility in Silver Spring 
and later charged the Director of the 
laboratory, Dr. Edward Taub, with 
cruelty to animals. The evidence used 
as the basis for the charge was sup-
plied by Alex Pacheco, a student vol-
unteer at the lab, and five scientists 
who had inspected the lab at Pache-
co's invitation. 
The events surrounding this case 
are described by Heather McGiffin, 
Laboratory Animal Program Special-
ist for The HSUS. This account fo-
cuses on her personal involvement in 
the case and cannot therefore in-
clude the activities of everyone in-
volved in all of its aspects. 
Thurs., Aug. 20: While at work at 
The HSUS, I receive a phone call 
from Dr. Geza Teleki, Associate Pro-
fessor of Primatology at George 
Washington University, asking me 
to attend a meeting called for the 
following evening by Alex Pacheco, 
a student at George Washington and 
president of People for the Ethical 
Treatment of Animals (PET A). I 
agree. I am told I will learn the 
meeting's purpose at the meeting. 
Fri., Aug. 21 (7 P.M.): At Dr. Teleki's 
home, I meet Alex and Ingrid New-
kirk, a Maryland state humane offi-
cer and member of PET A. Alex and 
Ingrid ask that we keep confidential 
everything we will see and learn at 
this meeting, and we agree. They tell 
us that Alex has been working as a 
volunteer at the Institute for Behav-
ioral Research (IBR) in Silver Spring, 
Maryland, for three months. Alex 
wanted to gain lab experience in his 
work with animals and had chosen 
this lab from a list of USDA-regis-
tered research facilities because it 
was close to his home. ThP primate 
research is funded by the National 
Institutes of Health. 
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Once in the lab, he became con-
cerned about the conditions there 
and the lack of veterinary treatment 
given the monkeys used in IBR's 
research. Of the 17 macaques, 16 
crab-eating and one rhesus, 10 have 
had the afferent nerves leading to 
one or both forelimbs severed in 
order to eliminate sensation in the 
limb. The procedure is known as de-
afferentation. The other seven ani-
mals have been used as controls. All 
were subjected to tests to determine 
how and to what extent they could 
recover the use of the deafferentated 
limbs. In theory, this research is sup-
posed to have application in treat-
ment of human stroke victims. 
Alex shows us slides he has taken 
during his tenure at IBR. The first 
slides depict small, antiquated cages 
in poor condition, with chipping paint 
and broken and rusted wires visible. 
I am totally unprepared for the slides 
that follow. Close-ups of cages with 
entire fecal pans filled to overflow-
ing; of monkeys with open wounds or 
wounds covered with filthy, ragged 
bandages; of monkeys retrieving bits 
of food from their feces-filled fecal 
pans; of rodent feces everywhere; of 
• I '' .. . . 
rotten food in a refrigerator filled 
with discarded medicine bottles; of 
monkeys' hands with red stumps 
where fingers should be; and of an 
entire stand-up freezer, blocked with 
ice, containing a plastic-wrapped 
monkey carcass are only the begin-
ning. There are slides of monkeys 
spread-eagled in restraint chairs, 
their untreated wounds plainly visi-
ble-although not unusual sights 
for someone in my position, these 
are profoundly disturbing nonethe-
less. The final slides show the direc-
tor· s desk, stacked with papers, a 
monkey hand, severed at the wrist, 
used as a paperweight. 
~ I am unable to speak for several 
minutes. I ask Alex how he has been 
able to bear working in such a place 
day after day. "I want to make sure 
they get out of there," he replies. 
Ingrid explains that only recently 
has PETA realized that legal action 
against the lab could be taken in 
Maryland, one of the few states that 
do not exempt laboratories from their 
anti-cruelty codes. 
Alex is documenting a case to pre-
sent to the Montgomery County po-
lice; as an employee of the lab, he is 
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legally able to accumulate evidence 
against the facility for later use in 
court. Alex and Ingrid hope the po-
lice will agree that IBR is in gross 
violation of the Maryland anti-cruelty 
code and will obtain a search-and-
seizure warrant to remove the mon-
keys from IBR. Alex now seeks sci-
entists to go to the lab with him and 
sign affidavits documenting the mon-
key's condition. Dr. Teleki agrees to 
go to the lab. I agree to review rec-
ords on the monkeys Alex has pho-
tocopied from the lab's files. 
Thurs., Aug. 27 (7 P.M.): Alex, Ingrid, 
Teleki, and I meet at the home of 
Jean Goldenberg, Director of the 
Washington Humane Society. Alex, 
Ingrid, and Teleki leave for the lab 
while Jean and I review the lab's 
haphazardly-kept records on the mon-
keys. At 9:30, the three return, the 
stench from the lab clinging to their 
clothes. Teleki prepares an affidavit 
that verifies Alex's findings. Alex 
now seeks a veterinarian with exten-
sive laboratory experience, and we 
consult Dr. Michael Fox, Director of 
the Institute for the Study of Animal 
Problems and HSUS Scientific Di-
rector. 
Fri., Aug. 28 (9 A.M.): Michael agrees, 
after seeing the slides, to go to the 
lab with Alex that evening. After his 
Domition was in this restraint chair for 
three to six hours at the end of a two· 
month-long study on self-directing 
behavior toward his deafferentated 
limb. Note the exposed wound on his 
left arm. 
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inspection, he also signs an affidavit 
on the conditions at IBR. 
Sat., Sept. 5: We meet to discuss a 
temporary home for the monkeys 
should they be seized by the police. 
Domition had gnawed through the 
bandage and cast on his deafferentated 
arm when Alex Pacheco photographed 
him last summer. For reasons unknown, 
monkeys subjected to deafferentation 
tend to mutilate the surgically altered 
limb. 
The case remains secret so finding a 
suitable home is difficult. They must 
be remain within the jurisdiction of 
the Montgomery County police-an 
additional complication. A Maryland 
PET A member offers her basement. 
Over the next five days, PETA vol-
unteers ready the basement for the 
animals: they install a sink, drain-
age, ventilation, and lighting sys-
tems; paint and seal the walls and 
floors; purchase food and cleaning 
supplies; and build 17 spacious cages. 
Wed., Sept. 9 (8 P.M.): Alex, Ingrid, 
and Jean present their evidence to 
Sergeant Richard Swain of the Mont-
gomery County Police Department. 
He agrees that IBR appears in viola-
tion of the anti-cruelty code. 
Thurs., Sept. 10: Judge John McAu-
liffe of the Maryland Circuit Court 
issues a warrant for the search-and-
seizure of the IBR monkeys and all 
evidence. Final plans are made to en-
sure that when the animals are seized, 
there will be maximum concern for 
their safety. Everyone is apprehen-
sive about the stress the seizure is 
sure to cause the animals. The van 
to be used is modified to accom-
modate its passengers in maximum 
comfort. 
Fri., Sept. 11 (8 A.M.): Teleki and I 
arrive at the police station. When we 
enter the briefing room, 20 people 
are already there. Swain deputizes 
us and outlines our specific duties 
during the seizure. Only 5 private 
citizens will go into the lab; the rest 
will be police and animal control of-
ficers. I will photograph the animals 
as they are removed. 
(9:45A.M.): Our caravan of cars ar-
rives at IBR. The press has somehow 
been notified of the seizure; cameras 
and mobile units are lined up out-
side. Swain enters IBR to serve the 
warrant and to explain that the em-
ployees must not interfere with his 
actions. 
The monkeys haven't been fed, 
Alex discovers, and so are agitated 
before the move. He hands each of 
them two chow biscuits and they 
calm down. They remain reasonably 
calm during the transfer. 
(Noon): Dr. Edward Taub, director 
of IBR, arrives. He tells the press 
that he is shocked by the seizure, he 
has been on vacation and has had no 
idea anything was amiss in the lab. 
(6 P.M.): The last cage is loaded in-
to the truck and we begin the short 
journey to Beall Ave., the monkeys' 
temporary quarters. Several of the 
monkeys with use of their fingers 
grasp at the grass under their cages 
as they are unloaded, others watch 
insects studiously. 
Sun., Sept. 13: I drive to Beall Ave. 
to see the monkeys. The animals 
seem clean, calm, and comfortable. 
A television has been installed to en-
tertain the monkeys, and Sarah, the 
only female in the group, watches the 
action on the screen, her chin cupped 
in her hand. 
Mon., Sept. 14: Veterinarians Phillip 
Robinson and Janis Ott, both with 
extensive experience in primate med-
icine and care, agree to fly to Wash-
ington to examine the monkeys. NIH 
decides to conduct an investigation 
into IBR. 
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Wed., Sept. 16: Taub's attorneys re-
quest that the animals and records 
be returned to Taub pending further 
legal action. A custody hearing, 
Judge David Cahoon presiding, is 
set for the next day. 
Thurs., Sept. 17: Ott and Robinson 
examine the monkeys all day. They 
find immediate care must be given 
four monkeys. 39 of 55 fingers on de-
afferentated limbs are missing or 
malformed; 4 of 45 fingers on un-
operated limbs are missing or mal-
formed. This damage is not part of 
the experimentation. Billy, the only 
monkey with both forelimbs deaffer-
entated, has a fractured right fore-
arm; several monkeys show scars 
from old-bandage trauma; 3 have 
open lesions requiring care; 1 may 
require surgery or skin grafting. Sev-
eral animals have deformed wrists, 
arms, and/or draining wounds. 
Assistant State's Attorney Jo-
seph Fitzpatrick represents the prose-
cution at the custody hearing; it is 
continued until the following day. 
Fri., Sept. 18 (5 P.M.): Judge Cahoon 
orders the return of the monkeys to 
the arrest warrant, Cahoon decides 
to return the monkeys. 
Mon., Sept. 21: Fitzpatrick and 
Swain request a reconsideration of 
Cahoon's decision based on the vet-
erinarians' report. A hearing is set 
for the next day. 
Tues., Sept. 22: Dr. Fox, who is 
prepared to testify about conditions 
at the lab, and I arrive at the court-
house just as Cahoon directs Fitz-
patrick to call his first witness. In-
stead, after consultations among 
Fitzpatrick, the judge, and defense 
attorneys, court is adjourned with-
out explanation. We learn that Swain 
had gone to Beall Ave. and found 
the basement windows covered and 
the house deserted. The monkeys 
were gone. 
(5:30 P.M.): Swain, Fitzpatrick, 
Alex, Teleki, and I meet. People car-
ing for the monkeys are suspected of 
having taken them away after hear-
ing of their likely return to IBR; 
Swain asks for Teleki's assistance in 
finding the monkeys. All agree that 
criminal charges cannot be filed 
against IBR so long as the monkeys 
are gone. 
After anesthetizing Paul, Drs. Ott Ueft) and Robinson (second from right) dressed 
his wound. The police photographer (right) documented the activity. Paul was one 
of four IBR monkeys requiring immediate veterinary care after their seizure on 
September 11. 
IBR. Taub and the state are to agree 
on treatment of, access to, and trans-
portation of the monkeys back to 
IBR. We are all astounded and de-
pressed by the decision. I can only 
guess that since no cruelty charges 
have yet been filed due to the 
amount of time needed to prepare 
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Wed., Sept. 23: Taub holds a press 
conference offering $300 (for ani-
mals he says are worth $60,000 to 
$100,000 apiece) as a reward for evi-
dence leading to the monkeys' re-
turn. The press reports the disap-
pearance in lead stories on local 
news programs. Bench warrants are 
This was the normal condition of the 
medication refrigerator in the room 
adjacent to the monkey-colony room. 
The dark mass at left is rotten fruit, 
said to have been fed the monkeys 
atiBR. 
issued for Jean and Ingrid, as custo-
dians, suspected of planning the mon-
keys' removal, and for Lori Lehner, 
the PETA member from whose resi-
dence the monkeys were taken. 
(1 A.M.): Teleki meets with PET A 
members and others to emphasize 
the critical nature of the problem. 
The people who have taken the mon-
keys are on the move and cannot be 
contacted. They are worried about 
returning the monkeys to IBR and 
will not disclose their final destina-
tion or exact whereabouts. The po-
lice have traced a van as far as 
North Carolina; it is only a matter of 
time before the monkeys will be 
found. After repeated urgent phone 
calls among Swain, Teleki, and coun-
ty officials, an agreement is reached 
just before dawn with the monkeys' 
caretakers. The monkeys will be re-
turned from Florida to Beall Ave. 
Sat., Sept. 26 (4:30P.M.): The mon-
keys arrive at Beall Ave. I watch for 
Billy. Silent as ever, he sits with a 
piece of Spanish moss tucked under 
him. More than a memento of his 
trip, I think, the moss symbolizes 
for Billy a bit of his first experience 
of freedom. As soon as Swain hears 
of the monkeys' return, he notifies 
Taub and his assistant John Kunz to 
appear in court on Monday morning 







Sun., Sept. 27: Swain, Teleki, and I 
inspect the monkeys at Beall Ave. 
The animals appear to be in good 
condition, responsive, and calm. Billy 
still guards his bit of moss. 
(10:30 A.M.): Swain organizes a 
meeting of The HSUS, the Animal 
Welfare Institute, and Washington 
Humane Society to help the state 
and PET A locate a temporary facili-
ty for the monkeys that will be more 
acceptable to the judge and defense. 
Tues., Sept. 29: Since the custody 
case is to reconvene at 9 A.M., I 
meet with Swain, Fitzpatrick, and 
Teleki at 8 to discuss IBR's viola-
tions of the Animal Welfare Act 
(AWA). Crucial to Taub's request 
for custody is IBR's consistent 
passing of USDA inspections, so the 
prosecution must show that those 
inspections were inadequate. 
(9:00 A.M.): Fitzpatrick calls as his 
first witness Dr. Arthur Perry, the 
USDA inspector for IBR, who testi-
fies about the conditions he found at 
amine the IBR facilities to see if 
they now comply with the minimum 
standards of the A W A. The defense 
claims major renovations have been 
made. 
(7 P.M.): I accompany the three to 
photograph any violations of the 
A W A at IBR. They examine the 
monkey-colony room and find only 
cosmetic changes (partial cleaning 
of the cages, fresh paint on the 
walls, rust on cage doors touched 
up). All the major defects remain: 
old fecal material still encrusts the 
cages, sharp wires protrude from 
several cage floors, ventilation is 
still inadequate, rusted cage doors 
cannot be opened, and there are still 
no food bowls, resting boards, or 
partitions between cages to prevent 
animals from injuring each other. 
Wed., Sept. 30 (2 P.M.): We learn 
from Fitzpatrick that the judge has 
decided an independent veterinarian 
acceptable to defense and prosecu-
tion is to assess whether IBR is ac-
Dr. Taub (left) and Dr. Teleki were interviewed frequently by the local media after 
the seizure. 
the lab in July. Perry maintains all 
animal-research scientists are re-
sponsible people and admits he does 
not write up every violation of the 
Animal Welfare Act he sees. Fitz-
patrick's examination takes too long; 
Cahoon calls all attorneys to the 
bench. After court has been recess-
ed, Fitzpatrick tells us that the 
judge wants us to negotiate the 
return of the monkeys to IBR. We 
are discouraged and disheartened. 
Fox, Teleki, and Swain are to ex-
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ceptable for the monkeys' return. We 
tell Fitzpatrick we stand on the find-
ings of Ott and Robinson as defini-
tive. Fitzpatrick agrees not to nego-
tiate. 
(5:10 P.M.): Fitzpatrick emerges 
from the judge's chambers with a 
court order to return the monkeys to 
IBR. Swain is to maintain custody 
and the "independent" veterinarian 
is to be James Stunkard, a former 
employee of IBR. We are thunder-
struck. This eleventh-hour decision, 
The only freezer in the lab was packed 
with ice and the body of Herbie, a 
monkey that died before Alex Pacheco 
began working at IBR. Rat poison is in 
the dishes on the floor. 
made in private, leaves us little hope 
of alternative action. 
(5:30P.M.): Swain, Fox, Teleki, Pa-
checo, Newkirk and her attorney Ed-
ward Genn, Goldenberg and her at-
torney James Cromwell, and I meet 
with Fitzpatrick. We agree that we 
will not negotiate for the return of 
the monkeys to IBR, since if we 
compromise the experts' original 
findings that IBR is not an accepta-
ble facility, we shall seriously weak-
en our position for the upcoming 
cruelty trial. Swain says that, as the 
animals' custodian, he cannot con-
done the return of the monkeys to 
IBR but, if the court orders the 
return, we must comply. He states 
we may have to sacrifice these 17 an-
imals for the greater good stemming 
from Taub's conviction. Though the 
monkeys' welfare is uppermost in 
their minds, Alex and Ingrid agree. 
Sat., Oct. 3 (1 P.M.): I learn a truck 
may arrive today to pick up the 
monkeys, so I go to Beall Ave. At 
Swain's direction, no one is to enter 
the basement without his permis-
sion. 
(2 P.M.): A U-Haul and two cars 
pull up outside. The press also ar-
rives. Taub, a psychologist, wears a 
veterinarian's smock and a stetho-
scope around his neck; his helpers 
are in white medical coats. After 
Swain is notified, Stunkard is per-
mitted to examine the animals. Taub 
and his attorneys drive off, return-
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ing with Cahoon's permission tore-
move the monkeys immediately. While 
preparations for their removal go on 
outside, we go to each cage to feed 
the monkeys pieces of fruit. I walk 
over to Billy, who sits silently as 
ever on his resting perch, the last 
bits of dead moss still littering his 
fur. I rub his arm, only later realiz-
ing he cannot have felt my touch. As 
the animals are removed, each cage 
is covered with a white linen shroud. 
The symbolism isn't lost on those of 
us watching. 
Wed., Oct. 7: Stunkard meets pri-
vately with Cahoon. To our amaze-
ment, Stunkard states that he be-
lieves IBR cannot be cleaned ade-
quately and that the monkeys should 
be moved. 
(3 P.M.): The NIH report is made 
public. NIH funding to IBR, except 
that needed to care for the monkeys, 
is suspended, effective immediately. 
IBR must submit a detailed report 
on the scientific accomplishments 
and expenditures of the lab to NIH 
by mid-November. IBR is found to 
have failed to comply with the NIH 
Guide for the Care and Use of Lab-
oratory Animals and that failure 
must be corrected immediately. 
Although we have maintained all 
along that NIH was negligent in 
continuing to fund a substandard 
lab, we are pleased that NIH has ac-
knowledged IBR's inadequacies. 
Thurs., Oct. 8: Swain and Assistant 
State's Attorney Roger Galvin meet 
with The HSUS, PET A, and the An-
imal Welfare Institute. Galvin has 
just been assigned prosecution of 
the cruelty charges. I am impressed 
by Galvin's knowledge of the case. 
He requests the assistance of The 
HSUS General Counsel in preparing 
for the criminal proceedings to con-
vene on October 27. The HSUS and 
A WI agree to cover the expenses of 
witnesses, from as far away as 
Texas and California, needed by the 
state and to seek a permanent resi-
dence for the monkeys if they are 
not returned to IBR. 
Fri., Oct. 9: Galvin is notified to ap-
pear before Cahoon and is told of 
Stunkard's Wednesday statement. 
A new development: Thursday night, 
IBR attempted to steam-clean the 
cages and had moved two monkeys, 
Charlie and Nero. IBR claimed the 
monkeys fought from adjoining 
cages and Charlie suffered extensive 
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wounds. Kunz, who was at the lab, 
notified Stunkard, who gave instruc-
tions for treatment over the phone. 
That morning, Stunkard went to the 
lab and decided Charlie's wounds 
needed suturing. While recovering 
from the anesthesia, Charlie suf-
fered cardiac arrest and died. The 
judge tells Swain and Stunkard to 
find another research facility in 
Maryland that will take the mon-
keys as soon as possible. Swain asks 
The HSUS, AWl, and PETA for help. 
There are few private facilities as op-
tions. The NIH facility in Pooles-
ville is found most acceptable. NIH 
agrees to make it ready by October 
14. 
Wed., Oct 14: The monkeys are placed 
in NIH's Poolesville facility. 
Thurs., Oct. 15-Mon., Nov. 2: NIH 
conducts its own medical examina-
tions and concurs with Ott's and 
Robinson's original evaluation. 
Nero's right arm, injured in the fight 
with Charlie, is amputated after at-
tempts to combat the infection that 
set in fail. 
Postscript: The monkeys remain 
temporarily at the Poolesville facili-
ty. If the court doesn't return custo-
dy to IBR, a permanent location 
which will allow them to live in an 
atmosphere of respect for up to 20 
years must be found. PETA, The 
HSUS and other organizations are 
now trying to find such a home. 
Paul had probably bitten off the digits 





Its Treatment ol 
Laboratory 
Primates 
It isn't often that media people, 
scientists, and animal-welfare ad-
vocates jam a small courtroom for 
five days to watch a misdemeanor 
trial, but the proceedings against 
psychologist Edward Taub and his 
assistant John Kunz were special. 
Each was charged under Maryland 
law with 17 counts of inflicting un-
necessary pain and suffering on the 
primates in their Silver Spring lab-
oratory, one of the few times re-
searchers have ever been charged 
with cruelty to the animals involved 
in their experiments. 
Scientists at the trial worried aloud 
a conviction of Taub and Kunz 
might serve as the crowbar for animal-
welfare advocates to pry open the 
doors of labs nationwide for examina-
tion of their operations and practices. 
Expert witnesses testified on both 
sides during the October trial. Be-
cause Maryland law doesn't allow 
the state to underwrite the expenses 
of prosecution witnesses in a misde-
meanor trial, The HSUS paid for the 
bulk of the travel and lodging ex-
penses of the experts who testified 
on behalf of the prosecution and the 
17 crab-eating macaques and rhesus 
macaque under Taub's care. 
From the first witness-23-year-
old Alex Pacheco, the IBR volunteer 
who blew the whistle on the condi-
tions within the lab- to the last, 
Taub himself, who tried to justify 
those conditions by accusing Pache-
co of staging his photographs, the 
trial was a debate over the filthy 
physical conditions of the monkeys 
and the lab, and inadequate nutri-
tion and veterinary care provided 
the animals. 
Crucial was whether Taub's mon-
keys required different standards of 
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care from other research primates 
because of the experiments to which 
they had been subjected. Ten of the 
17 monkeys at IBR had been deaf-
ferentated-the sensory nerves to 
one or more of their limbs had been 
severed. As a result, these monkeys 
were left with motor skills intact, 
but with no feeling in the affected 
limb(s). 
While all the scientists agreed 
that caged, deafferentated monkeys 
tended to mutilate their deafferent-
ated limbs and create numerous open 
lesions, there was great debate over 
how- or if- those lesions should be 
treated, and the general care the ani-
mals required. 
Pacheco and Montgomery Coun-
ty Detective Sergeant Richard Swain 
described the piles of moldy feces, 
open wounds, rodent and roach in-
festations, expired bags of feed and 
vials of medication, garbage, chip-
ping paint, and protruding wires in 
the cages they found at the lab. 
The prosecution's other witnesses, 
led by HSUS Scientific Director Dr. 
]\'lichael Fox, argued the animals de-
served clean surroundings, nutritious 
food, constant access to water, and 
periodic veterinary care. Defense 
witnesses, mostly research scientists 
who had worked with Taub, protested 
that no one except other research-
ers-veterinarians included-is qua-
lified to set standards for the care of 
deafferentated animals because of 
those animals' "special" needs. 
Dr. Geza Teleki, a primatologist 
at George Washington University, 
disagreed: ''You don't have to have 
had specific experienced with [def-
ferentated monkeys] to know when 
something is suffering." 
Teleki, psychologist Donald Barnes, 
and anthropologist and anatomist 
Dr. John McCardle testified condi-
tions in the facility were abysmal 
and the animals appeared to be lack-
ing both adequate nutrition and vet-
erinary care. Fox testified that one 
animal appeared to have an untreated 
broken arm. His observation was 
confirmed by x-ray after the animals 
were seized by police. 
All of the prosecution witnesses 
were concerned about the filth (Don-
ald Barnes, who was "appalled by 
what [he] saw" at IBR, pointed out 
the entire colony room was made of 
materials prone to fostering high 
levels of bacteria.) Defense witnesses, 
however, argued that the mess was 
not out of the ordinary. "I don't 
think you can maintain sanitary sur-
roundings in a monkey colony," said 
Dr. Michael Goldberger, a neurosci-
entist and medical school professor. 
The prosecution also made its case 
that the monkeys had been deprived 
of adequate veterinary care. Even 
the defense witnesses, under cross-
examination by Galvin, admitted 
their monkey colonies were checked 
by a veterinarian twice a year for 
routine tuberculin testing. Taub ad-
mitted on the stand Dr. Paul Hilde-
brandt, listed with USDA and NIH 
as his attending veterinarian, had 
not visited the colony since 1979. 
Taub disagreed with the findings 
of the two veterinarians who exam-
ined the monkeys at the time they 
were seized, arguing none of the ani-
mals was in need of immediate veter-
inary care. Taub (who is neither a 
veterinarian nor a medical doctor) 
did admit, however, he could not 
have diagnosed the osteomyelitis 
At Dr. Taub's cruelty trial, were from left, Sargeant Richard Swain, HSUS Vice 
President Patricia Forkan, HSUS President John Hoyt, and Assistant State's 
Attorney Roger Galvin. 
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that one animal had developed in his 
broken and deafferentated arm. 
The prosecution's witnesses were 
troubled by the fact that the mon-
keys did not have feed dishes, perches, 
or toys to play with while. locked in 
their cages. Toys, they felt, would 
have relieved the animals' stress and, 
perhaps, reduced self-mutilation. 
Dr. Sol Steiner, a research partner 
of Taub's, observed cryptically those 
animals didn't need toys because "a 
deafferented [sic] monkey uses its 
deafferented [sic] limb as a toy." 
It was clear the research scientists 
considered this case an attack on re-
search per se. Taub tried to defend 
his treatment of the monkeys on the 
grounds his research had and would 
continue to benefit mankind. "I 
think to try out procedures on hu-
man beings that have not been tested 
on animals is the height of inhuman-
ity," he said. 
On Monday, November 23, Judge 
Stanley Klavan found Dr. Taub guil-
ty of six counts of cruelty to animals 
by not providing adequate veterina-
ry care to the monkeys Paul, Billy, 
Domition, Nero, Big Boy, and Titus. 
The judge found no proof of pain and 
suffering on the part of the animals 
and insufficient evidence to convict 
Taub of providing them with inade-
quate nutrition, shelter, space, or 
drink. Assistant John Kunz was 
found not guilty of all charges. 
Judge Klavan fined Taub a total 
of $3015.00. The custody of the mon-
keys will be decided in a later hear-
ing. 
Dr. Taub said he plans to appeal 
his conviction. 
After testifying, Dr. Michael Fox (left) 
and Alex Pacheco (right) leave the 
Montgomery County District Court 
with Heather McGiffin (second from 
left). 














Even before a verdict was an-
nounced in the cruelty trial of Dr. 
Edward Taub, The HSUS acted to 
eradicate conditions found in Taub's 
research lab-and anywhere else 
they exist-by filing suit against 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
to require it to better enforce the 
Animal Welfare Act. 
The suit, filed in U.S. District 
Court, by HSUS Attorneys on be-
half of The HSUS, The Washington 
Humane Society, and People for the 
Ethical Treatment of Animals, 
charges USDA Secretary John Block 
and two other USDA officials re-
sponsible for the A WA's enforce-
ment with failing to do so at the In-
stitute for Behavioral Research, 
Taub's Silver Spring, Maryland, re-
search facility. 
The Animal Welfare Act, first 
passed in 1966 as the Laboratory 
Animal Welfare Act, requires re-
search facilities using live animals 
to register with USDA and to sub-
mit to periodic inspections to verify 
compliance with regulations designed 
to ensure humane care and treatment 
for the animals. , 
The suit charges evidence collected 
by PET A Director Alex Pacheco dem-
onstrated that "multiple, serious, 
and obvious violations of the primate 
care standards were present at IBR" 
on the same day that USDA Inspec-
tor Dr. Arthur Perry made his in-
spection. On that day last July, Dr. 
Perry reported that he found no defi-
ciencies under the Animal Welfare 
Act in Taub's care of his monkeys. 
According to the suit, those viola-
tions included the presence of open 
and moist wounds and lacerations 
on several monkeys, broken and ex-
posed cage wires protruding into the 
cages, and layers of encrusted rodent 
feces, monkey feces, dirt and urine 
stains. 
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The suit further maintains that 
USDA officials "have tolerated and 
sanctioned multiple, serious, and 
patent violations" of the act. 
The suit asks that IBR and all 
other research facilities under Dr. 
Perry's charge be immediately rein-
spected. It also asks that a special 
committee, including at least three 
experts in veterinary medicine, ani-
mal husbandry, or other pertinent 
fields, be established; that the com-
mittee reinspect all research facili-
ties registered under the Animal 
Welfare Act; and submit a written 
report of its findings. 
" ... The defendants' deliberate 
policy with respect to field enforce-
ment of the Act is to give precedence 
to not interrupting the operation of 
licensees' businesses or registrants' 
facilities irrespective of the presence 
of substantial, numerous, and per-
sistent violations of the animal care 
standards," the suit charges. "These 
policies have resulted in stripping 
the Act of its deterrence value, pro-
mote noncompliance of the animal 
care standards by regulated parties", 
are illegal, and constitute an abuse 
of discretion on defendants' parts." 
"What we've seen at IBR is the 
kind of cruelty that the Animal W el-
fare Act was supposed to prevent," 
said HSUS Vice President for Pro-
gram and Communications Patricia 
Forkan, explaining why The HSUS 
filed the suit. "IBR represents one 
of the rare times [animal welfare ad-
vocates] have had concrete evidence 
of the types of conditions USDA in-
spectors are allowing to pass under 
the act. If IBR is in any way typical 
of what USDA is allowing to exist, 
USDA enforcement needs drastic 
reform." 
What You Can Do For 
Lab Animals 
The problems at the Institute 
for Behavioral Research under-
score how ineffective the enforce-
ment of the federal Animal W el-
fare Act really is. 
The Federal Report on page 9 
describes the hearings held in Oc-
tober in the U.S. House Subcom-
mittee on Science, Research, and 
Technology on pending laboratory-
animal legislation. Word from sub-
committee staff is that a new bill 
will be drafted to incorporate as-
pects of the several pieces of leg-
islation the subcommittee has to 
consider. 
Significant funds and effort must 
be expended for the development 
of alternative research techniques 
that do not require the use of live 
animals. At the same time, how-
ever, we cannot abandon the mil-
lions of animals in research and 
testing facilities right now. 
Urge your Congressman (c/o 
House Office Building, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20515) to see to it that a 
bill is reported out and action is 
taken; urge your senators (c/o Sen-
ate Office Building, Washington, 
D.C. 20510) to introduce or sup-
port companion legislation in the 
Senate. Your action can make sure 
the 17 IBR monkeys did not suf-
fer in vain. 
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International Day 
of the Seal 
The good news is that The HSUS 
is declaring March 1, 1982, the sec-
ond International Day of the Seal. 
The bad news is that, two weeks 
later, the annual slaughter of 180,000 
white-coated harp seal pups on the 
ice floes off the coast of Canada is 
scheduled to begin. 
Last year, the first International 
Day of the Seal served to focus atten-
tion on the seal issue, recognizing 
both the unique contributions seals 
make to our planet and the incredi-
ble waste of life and beauty the an-
nual bludgeoning represents. The 
timing of "Seal Day" -just before 
the hunt begins-is no accident: we 
are still hoping a strong enough and 
loud enough public outcry will even-
tually make seal clubbing no more 
than an ugly memory. By particip-
ating in International Day of the 
Seal festivities, you can keep the 
public's awareness of the hunt cur-
rent and constant. Canadian govern-
ment officials are hoping opponents 
of the hunt will eventually tire of 
protesting and give up, allowing 
them to continue the slaughter. We 
plan to surprise them and prove our 
resolve can match theirs. 
Last year, a resolution to make 
March 1, 1981, National Day of the 
Seal was introduced by Senator Lo-
well W eicker of Connecticut and Con-
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------1 
T-Shirt Order Form 
Shirts are royal blue with white print. The front reads: CLUB SAND-
WICHES, NOT SEALS; on the back is a picture of a harp seal pup inside 
the HSUS logo. Shirts are available in MEN'S sizes S, M, L, XL. (Small 
fits a small woman or large child). Shirts are $6 each ($5.50 each for 4-9 
shirts and $5 each for 10 or more). 
Please send me ____ shirts at ____ each. 
I need ____ small ____ medium ____ large ____ extra large. 
My check (made payable to The HSUS) for $ ____ is enclosed. 
NAME ____________________________ _ 
ADDRESS ____________________________ __ 
CITY _________________________ ZIP ____ _ 
Please return this coupon with full payment, to SEAL SHIRTS, HSUS, 
2100 L Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20037. We must receive your order 
before February 15 for you to have your shirts for International Day of 

























































gressman Jim Jeffords of Vermont. 
Unfortunately, there was not enough 
time before March 1 to have the res-
olutions passed. This year, both Jef-
fords and W eicker have agreed to re-
introduce the resolutions. We hope 
Congress will join us in proclaiming 
March 1, 1982, National Day of the 
Seal. 
At press time, many of our plans 
for International Day of the Seal ac-
tivities were not final. Soon, HSUS 
regional offices will be planning ac-
tivities for their regions including ral-
lies and celebrations. Send for more 
information if you are interested in 
planning an event in your area. Here 
are a few other things you can do in 
the meantime: 
Wear our "Club Sandwiches, Not 
Seals" T-shirt on March 1. The shirts 
have white lettering on a royal blue 
background. Use the order form be-
low. We must receive your order be-
fore February 15 to guarantee your 
shirt will reach you in time for Inter-
national Day of the Seal. 
Send letters protesting the hunt to 
Canadian and Norwegian officials. 
Write to: 
Mme. Jeanne Sauve 
Madame Speaker 
House of Commons 
Ottowa, Ontario 
Canada K1A OA6 
His Excellency Svenn Stray 
Foreign Minister 
P.O. Box 8114 DEP 
Oslo 1, Norway 
In your letter to Mme. Sauve, 
state that you believe there is no 
way the seal hunt can be carried out 
humanely, as last year's fiasco in 
Prince Edward Island showed. Urge 
her to demand Parliament end its 
hypocritical handling of the hunt-
and the hunt itself 
In your letter to Mr. Stray, re-
mind him that Norway is heavily in-
volved in sealing activities and ask 
him to urge officials there to stop 
killing Canadian seals. 
Ask your U.S. representatives and 
senators to co-sponsor the National 
Day of the Seal resolution. Remind 
them to vote for the resolution when 
it comes to the floor. 
If you can, plan to join us in Wash-
ington on March 1 for a special event 
featuring musician Paul Winter and 
other guests. (Write to us for more 
information.) 
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Cruelty in 1981 Proved 
Canadian Hunt Inhumane 
The Canadian seal hunt tradi-
tionally takes place in two loca-
tions, The Front, off the northern 
coast of Labrador, and, to the 
south, in the Gulf of St. Lawrence. 
In order to minimize hunt publici-
ty and ease the job of the sealers, 
the Canadian government strictly 
regulates the number of observers, 
press people, and sealers allowed 
to go to the clubbing sites. 
Last year, because of freakish 
weather conditions, officials could 
not keep the Gulf site off-limits. 
A lack of ice caused the harp seal 
herd to land right on the beaches 
of Prince Edward Island, a phe-
nomenon that had not occurred 
for 12 years. After a hasty train-
ing session, clubbing permits were 
issued to a number of unexperi-
enced islanders. Animal welfarists 
expected trouble, but not of the 
magnitude that developed that 
day in March. 
The London Daily Telegraph re-
ported that "The situation was 
aggravated because some fisher-
men with little or no experience 
were allowed to kill the seals and 
at times had to hit them several 
times before they died. Attempts 
were also made to skin seals that 
were still alive, and spectators 
saw patches of ice red with flesh 
and blood.'' 
Embarrassed officials, sensing 
a loss of control and a public rela-
tions bungle of the highest order, 
immediately revoked the licenses 
and the Gulf hunt was ended after 
only one day. None of the sealers, 
however, has been brought up on 
cruelty charges. 
John Walsh, Regional Director 
of the World Society for the Pro-
tection of Animals and longtime 
observer of the hunt, witnessed 
numerous violations of the Cana-
dian government's own sealing reg-
ulations during the 1981 hunt at 
The Front. "The deliberate viola-
tion of Federal Fisheries regula-
tions in the view of those [Fishe-
ries] officers empowered to enforce 
them causes one to question the 
sincerity and ability of the Minis-
try of Fisheries to take punitive 
measures against an industry they 
are trying to protect and develop," 
stated Walsh after the hunt. "The 
question now being asked by a 
growing number of organizations 
is whether the cruelty which oc-
curred is typical of that which 
takes place annually during regu-
lar sealing operations. The only 
difference is that, this year, ob-
servers did not need permits or 
helicopters [in the Gulf] to be able 
to witness it." 
ALICE MORGAN WRIGHT-EDITH GOODE FUND 
TESTAMENTARY TRUST 
December 31, 1980 
Statement of Assets and Liabilities 
Assets 
Trust Corpus 12/31/79 
1980 Income from Investments-Net 
Less: Distribution of 1979 Income 
Represented by 
Cash 
Accrued Interest Receivable 











Statement of Receipts and Disbursements 
Receipts 
1980 Income from Investments-Net 
Disbursements 
Grants of 1980 Income to 
Organizations Listed Below 
$117,194 
$117,194 
Organizations Receiving Aid From 
Alice Morgan Wright-Edith Goode Fund 1980 Trust Income 
American Fondouk Maintenance Committee, Boston, Massachusetts 
Animal Crusaders, Inc., Everett, Washington 
Animal Protective League, Milwaukee, Wisconsin 
Association for the Prevention of Cruelty in Public Spectacles, Barcelona, 
Spain 
Association for the Protection of Furbearing Animals, Vancouver, Canada 
Association Uruguaya De Proteccion A Los Animales, Montevideo, 
Uruguay 
Brooke Hospital for Animals (Old Warhorse Memorial Hospital), London, 
England 
Bund Gegen Den Missbrauch Der Tiere E.V., Munich, Germany 
Columbia-Green Humane Society, Hudson, New York 
Defenders of Wildlife, Washington, D.C. 
Dublin Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, Dublin, Ireland 
Eastern Slope Animal Welfare League, Conway, New Hampshire 
Ferne Animal Sanctuary, London, England 
Humane Society of Lackawanna County, Scranton, Pennsylvania 
Humane Society of Rochester in Monroe County, Fairport, New York 
Irish Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, Dublin, Ireland 
Lehigh County Humane Society, Allentown, Pennsylvania 
Missouri Anti-Vivisection Society, St. Louis, Missouri 
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Morristown-Hamblen Humane Society, Morristown, Tennessee 
National Anti-Vivisection Society Ltd., London, England 
National Equine Defense League, Carlisle, England 
National Humane Education Society, Sterling, Virginia 
Nilgiri Animal Welfare Society, (Nilgiri Animal Sanctuary), Tamilnadu, 
South India 
Nordic Society Against Painful Experiments on Animals (Nordiska 
Samfundet), Stockholm, Sweden 
Peoples' Dispensary for Sick Animals, Surrey, England 
Performing and Captive Animals' Defense League, London, England 
Scottish Society for the Prevention of Vivisection, Edinburgh, Scotland 
Society for Animal Rights (National Catholic Society for Animal Welfare), 
Clarks Summit, Pennsylvania 
Society for the Protection of Animals in North Africa, London, England 
Somerset County Humane Society, Inc., Somerville, New Jersey 
South African Federation for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, 
Kimberley, South Africa 
Tierschutzverein Fur Berlin Und Umgebung Corp., Berlin, West Germany 
Wayside Waifs, Kansas City, Missouri 




Rental Housing Pets 
For more than six years, The 
HSUS has worked on regional 
legislation that would allow re-
sponsible pet owners to keep pets 
in rental housing. Landlords could 
keep parts of rental units for non-
pet-owning tenants or levy in-
creased security deposits to guard 
against property damage in re-
turn for allowing responsible pet 
owners to keep their animals. In 
New York, Assembly Bill 2738 
provides that tenants in cities of 
one million or more people can 
keep household pets in multiple-
unit buildings. In New Jersey, a 
similar bill was introduced by 
Horses High Priority 
Great Lakes investigator Tim 
Greyhavens has been attending 
horse auctions throughout the re-
gion to document the hardships 
suffered by horses during their 
transport to slaughter. There are 
no federal standards for the care 
of these animals (although The 
HSUS supports The Humane 
Transportation of Horses Bound 
for Slaughter Act, as reported in 
the Summer 1981 HSUS News). 
What state laws do exist are often 
vague and rarely enforced. Unlike 
other slaughter-bound livestock, 
horses are frequently old, ill or 
lame, poor candidates for long-
distance travel in overcrowded 
trucks. It is common for horses to 
be shipped hundreds of miles 
without food, water, or rest to 
whatever slaughterhouse offers 
the highest price. In the absence 
of federal legislation, Greyhavens 
continues to work with local organ-
Mid-Atlantic Regional 
Director Nina Austen-
berg discussed the New 
Jersey "Pets in Apart-
ments" bill with State 
Assemblyman William 
Gormley at a Trenton =;;;;;;;;oi_OIIIIIIil~~!il!lil 
hearing last fall. ~ 
Speaker of the House Christopher 
Jackman and released from com-
mittee late in 1980. The Mid-At-
lantic office plans to monitor 
these bills in new legislative ses-
sions and to organize tenants' 
groups in support of pet owners. 
On the Same Side 
In recent years, The HSUS and 
pro-hunting groups have found lit-
tle on which they can agree: con-
izations for passage of state laws 
regulating horse transportation. 
Law Update 
' Legislative activity led the list 
of animal-welfare concerns this 
fall. In Ohio, the Great Lakes 
Regional Office is seeking pas-
sage of legislation requiring ra-
bies inoculations for dogs; making 
sodium pentobarbital available 
directly to animal shelters and 
dog pounds; amending the Ohio 
dogfighting law to provide for 
custody of animals involved in 
dogfighting after arrests have 
been made; and fighting the ef-
forts to legalize hunting of 
mourning doves. In Indiana and 
Wisconsin, the battle is to make 
dogfighting a felony rather than a 
misdemeanor under state laws. In 
Michigan, animal protectionists 
are seeking to establish a commit-
tee to determine which devices 
are the most humane for the trap-
ping of wild animals. There is also 
a move to pass a state-wide animal-
control law. The results of these 
efforts will be reported in upcom-
ing issues of The HSUS News. 
stant legal and legislative battles 
have polarized the two camps. How-
ever, humane societies and hunt-
ers' groups do agree on the impor-
tance of animal habitat and en-
dangered species. In a move sup-
ported by both sides, New Jersey 
Governor Brendan Byrne signed 
into law legislation allowing state 
residents to check off a box on 
their state income tax return for 
funds to preserve endangered 
species. 
Bullfights Go On 
Flying in the face of a recent 
opinion by the California At-
torney General, bloodless-bull-
fight promoters continue to 
hold their spectacles because of 
a loophole in the state law. Al-
though these Portuguese-style 
fights are prohibited, an ex-
emption allows any held in con-
junction with "religious cele-
brations or religious festivals." 
Promoters have persuaded Cath-
olic priests to sponsor bloodless 
bullfights in exchange for half 
the income from admissions. In 
early September, investigator 
Eric Sakach observed a day of 
six bloodless bullfights billed 
as a fundraiser for the Fiesta 
Holy Ghost Portuguese Social 
Group of Oakdale. Although a 
simple mass was said before-
hand, the event was far from a 
religious experience. A strip-
tease, performed by a ''mata-
dor" in drag who bedecked the 
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West Coast (continl.lled) 
bull with bra and wig, was part 
of the show. One horse ridden 
by a matador was spurred so vig-
orously that blood was plainly 
visible; although the bulls are 
not killed in these fights, they 
fared little better than this 
horse. 
Sakach remarked, "More than 
1500 people paid $10.00 each to 
watch a group of men terrorize 
a few animals and make a mock-
ery of the Catholic Church." 
The West Coast office will ask 
that charges be brought against 
the fight promoters and the 
Fiesta group. 
Pets-for-Elderly Passes 
After intense effort by The 
HSUS and other animal wel-
fare organizations, California's 
SB 1047 which allows elderly 
public-housing residents to keep 
as many as two pets, was signed 
into law by Governor Brown in 
October (see Around the Re-
gions, The HSUS News, Fall 
1981 issue). More than 20,000 
people signed petitions in sup-
port of the bill and a number of 
Hollywood personalities testi-
fied on its behalf in legislative 
hearings. Dogs, cats, birds, and 
fish will be allowed in any pub-
licly financed project so long as 
they don't pose a hazard to 
residents. 
L 




Oklahoma state senator Mike 
Combs has introduced Senate bill 
350 to make dogfighting a felony 
in that state. The bill, based on a 
model furnished by The HSUS, 
would upgrade the penalty for 
dogfighting from the puny misde-
meanor and $50 fine that makes 
Oklahoma a Mecca for dogfighters 
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New E:rrng!and 
Rodeo Comes and Goes 
In September, the New Eng-
land office, in cooperation with 
the Connecticut Federation of An-
imal Welfare Organizations, the 
Maine Federation of Humane So-
cieties, and the Massachusetts 
SPCA, spearheaded a media cam-
paign to make the public aware of 
our opposition to the animal suf-
fering inherent in rodeo. Numer-
ous television, radio, and newspa-
per interviews carried the mes-
sage to Hartford (Connecticut), 
West Springfield and Wilmington 
(Massachusetts), and Portland 
(Maine), where rodeos were held 
this fall. HSUS investigator Marc 
Paulhus worked with local hu-
mane societies to inform New 
Englanders of the stress and in-
jury inflicted on horses, calves, 
steers, and bulls during The 
World's Greatest Rodeo's "au-
thentic" wild west events. Poor 
attendance at most performances, 
combined with humane society 
criticism, should limit rodeo's ex-
pansion in New England for the 
time being. 
Spay/Neuter News 
The New England Regional Of-
fice, in cooperation with the Con-
necticut Federation of Animal 
from surroundings states. Sena-
tor Combs is receiving a good deal 
of mail from dogfighters opposed 
to the bill; he is counting on Ok-
lahoma animal protectionists to 
write him in support of his efforts. 
Puppy-Mill Woes 
The HSUS continues to monitor 
conditions in puppy mills across 
the country (see The HSUS News, 
Fall 1981 issue). Investigator 
Bernie Weller inspected an Ar-
Observing rodeo events at September's 
Eastern States Exposition in Massa-
chusetts were Marc Paulhus (third 
from left), Bill Curran of the MSPCA 
(second from right), and New England 
Director Jack Inman (far right). 
Welfare Organizations, is distrib-
uting 500 posters bearing the mes-
sage "A Trip to the Spay Clinic 
Changed My Life" to shopping 
malls and supermarkets all over 
Connecticut. The promotional 
campaign is fitting, since Connec-
ticut is the first state in the na-
tion to have a state-sanctioned 
spay/neuter clinic. Opened in Beth-
any on April 1, 1979, the clinic 
has become financially self-sus-
taining and has sterilized 3078 
animals through June 30, 1981. It 
was opened with seed money raised 
by private donations from Con-
necticut animal lovers. State 
Agriculture Commissioner Leo-
nard Krogh, supervisor of the 
clinic, has stated that he would 
like the Connecticut Federation 
to raise $40,000 in additional seed 
money to open two more clinics in 
East Hartford and Norwich. 
kansas puppy mill in September 
and found 150 Chows, malamutes, 
poodles, and terriers being kept in 
extremely unsanitary conditions. 
Weller filed a complaint with the 
local USDA office against the 
owner of the kennels, who has had 
a number of previous Animal W el-
fare Act Violations cited in her 
operations; the Gulf State office 
will continue to press for USDA 
action against those individuals 
who are not in compliance with 
A W A standards. 
31 
Local Society Sued 
The Chemung County Humane So-
ciety (CCHS) in Elmira, New York, 
was recently sued by Pauline and 
Thomas Morrell who adopted a dal-
matian from CCHS in 1980. The 
Morrells claimed that, sometime 
after they took the dog home, it at-
tacked and bit Mrs. Morrell. As a 
result, Mrs. Morrell sued CCHS for 
$150,000 for the various injuries she 
allegedly sustained; Mr. Morrell 
claimed an additional $25,000 for 
loss of his wife's services. 
Since the case has yet to be tried 
and since there are several difficult 
factual issues (for example, whether 
Mrs. Morrell may have provoked the 
attack), CCHS's ultimate liability 
has yet to be determined. However, 
there are a few steps humane socie-
ties and shelters can take to avoid 
such suits. 
First, adoption contracts should 
contain language making clear that 
the society or shelter makes no rep-
resentations or guarantees about an 
animal's temperament. Such contracts 
should also release the society or 
shelter from any liability for future 
injuries caused by the animal. Alter-
natively, a document of release, sep-
arate from the adoption contract, can 
be prepared for the adopting party 
to sign. 
Second, once that provision has 
been added to the adoption contract 
or a separate document is in use, shel-
ter employees should avoid making 
any oral claims about an animal that 
might contradict or qualify the writ-
ten release, waiver, and disclosure. 
Third, even with these documents 
in use, the staff should make every 
effort to be sure that animals offered 
for adoption have sound tempera-
ments. If an animal has a history of 
biting, for example, it should not be 
offered for adoption. 
CCHS's insurance company denied 
it liability coverage on the incident, 
a denial upheld by a New York court. 
As a result, CCHS will not only have 
to pay, out of its own assets, any 
damages awarded to the Morrells but 
has also had to hire its own attor-
neys to defend the case instead of 
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being able to rely upon the insurance 
company's legal resources. 
The HSUS recommends that local 
societies and shelters seek written 
clarification from their liability-in-
surance carriers if they aren't certain 
their current policies would cover 
similar claims. 
For further information on this 
case and on how to avoid similar prob-
lems, consult the December, 1981, is-
sue of Shelter Sense, published by 
The HSUS. 
Turtle-Sale Alert 
Readers of The HSUS News know 
that, since 1975, the U.S. Food and 
Drug Administration has banned the 
retail sale of all turtles with a shell 
length of less than four inches. These 
turtles have been found to be car-
riers of Salmonella bacteria and are 
disease hazards to children. The 
HSUS supports the ban because it 
deplores the inhumane aspects of 
marketing and keeping reptiles and 
other exotic animals requiring spe-
cialized care. 
In the past year or so, pet stores in 
several states have been discovered 
selling these small turtles in viola-
tion of the ban (see Winter 1981 and 
Summer 1981 issues of The HSUS 
News). 
It is illegal for turtles with a shell 
length of less than four inches to be 
sold, held for sale, or offered for any 
other commercial or public distribu-
tion. 
The law applies to all species of 
turtles, tortoises, or terrapins. Sales 
of deep-sea species and noncommer-
cial sales by hobbyists and scientific 
suppliers are excepted. 
If you discover such turtles for 
sale in pet shops or elsewhere, you 
should contact the nearest Regional 
or District Office of the Food and 
Drug Administration and The 
HSUS General Counsel's office. 
Please be prepared to provide name 
and address of the vendor and the 
approximate number of turtles in-
volved. Be sure to check the size of 
the turtles' shells. 
If you report illegal sales, you will, 
normally, not be required to act as a 
witness or to become further involved. 
The fact that the turtles are offered 
for commercial sale will be sufficient 
evidence of a violation. 
HSUS Gives Pre-Trial Aid 
In October, HSUS attorneys and 
law clerks provided close support for 
Maryland State Prosecutor Roger 
Galvin's well-publicized efforts to 
convict officials at the Institute for 
Behavioral Research of cruelty to 
several monkeys used in stroke re-
search (see the article on the trial in 
this issue.) As part of this support, 
The HSUS was able to gain assur-
ances from the USDA that it would 
willingly cooperate with Galvin in 
providing officials needed as wit-
nesses for the state. In addition, ex-
tensive research into court decisions 
on the cruelty laws of all fifty states 
and the District of Columbia and in-
to the question of whether the fed-
eral Animal Welfare Act preempted 
Maryland's anti-cruelty statute was 
undertaken on a crash schedule in 
preparation for pre-trial hearings. 
The court ruled in Galvin's favor on 
the preemption issue and on other 
pretrial matters. The five-day trial 
of IBR scientists ended on October 
31, 1981. 
Compiled by Murdaugh Stuart Mad-
den, HSUS General Counsel, and 
Roger Kindler, Associate Counsel. 
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SHELTER SENSE, HSUS's newsletter for animal care and control professionals, will publish 10 issues a 
year beginning in 1982- monthly, with one issue for December-January and one for July-August. 
SHELTER SENSE puts you in touch with a network of animal professionals around the country. You get 
up-to-date developments and background information that you need to find solutions to your 
community's animal problems. 
SHELTER SENSE also gives you a practical way to have an impact on your local animal shelter-buy a 
subscription (or several) for the shelter staff. You'll be giving the shelter workers information they need to 
do a better job- and you'll be helping the homeless animals in their care. 
And SHELTER SENSE is even more of a value now-10 issues for just $5. Additional subscriptions to 
the same address are $4 each. (US currency, please.) 
Order your subscription, or that gift subscription, today by mailing your check or money order to: 
SHELTER SENSE, Department HSN, 2100 L St., NW, Washington, DC 20037 
(We will send you a sample copy on request.) 
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